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Mr. BENTON observed, that this was one of 
those times for the application of the rules of par- 
liamentary proceedings. Jefferson’s Manual spoke 
of the necessity of finishing what business was 
begun, before proceeding to any other, ‘* because 
in this way time was not wasted in debating what 
business should be commenced, and business was 

revented from accumulating towards the end of 
the session.”’ (Mr. B. quoted the rule from the 
Manual relating to this practice.) If ever there 
was a time (observed Mr. B.) for the application 
of this rule, it was now. They had been discuss- 
ing this subject of abolition for weeks; and fre- 

uently, when they seemed to be coming to the 
end of the debate, something would come up that 
would carry iton still further. Last evening there 
seemed to be a determination to put anend to the 
subject, and the first question was taken, which 
was supposed would be immediately followed by 
the final question. A new proposition, however, 
was now before them, which, with other addi- 
tional branches that might come up, might pro- 
tract the discussion to an indefinite period. He 
thought it would be best for the Senate to proceed 
at once to the unfinished business, and settle itas 
speedily as possible. 

Mr. CLAYTON said, if all the business of the 
Senate was to have the preference over this bill, 
it would not be ioe of this session. He had 
arrived at the conclusion that there was danger 
in delaying this matter any longer, and he wished 
his hands clear of the responsibility of further 
delay. 

Mr. WALL observed that he had no objections 
to taking his share of the responsibility of voting 
against the motion to take up the bill to settle the 
northern boundary line of the State of Ohio; and 
if any consequences were to follow he was willing 
to bear so much of the blame as might justly be 
imputed to him. He said this, not from a reck- 
less disregard of the interests of Ohio, but froma 
strong sense of duty. We have (said he) been 
for weeks engaged in the discussion of a subject 
pregnant with danger, involving the peace and 
security of one half the States, and threatening, 
as they had been told in the course of the dis- 
cussion, a dissolution of the Union. He asked 
gentlemen if there could be a question of greater 
importance before them? Every gentleman had 
had an opportunity of becoming acquainted with 
the whole subject, and was prepared to decide it 
in some way or other. Let us then (said he) put 
an end to this exciting subject; let us by a prompt 
decision carry balm to the wounded feelings of 
the slaveholding States, and convince them that | 
they have no cause to apprehend danger from 
here. If (said he) we do not end this question at 
once, what is to be the consequence? He heard 
yesterday that this Senate was to be converted 
into a Nassau hall, for the discussion of the 
subject of abolition. Was this to be the case; 
or were they to carry out the understanding of 
ee to take a decisive vote on it? 

1oped that no other question would supersede 
this most important one; and, with a view to the 
coming to a speedy decision, he would move to 
lay the motion of the Senator from Delaware on 
the table. 

Mr. CLAYTON called for the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and the question of laying 
Mr. Crayron’s motion on the table was decided 
in the aflirmative—yeas 22, noes 20; as follows: 








YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Brown, Buchanan, | 


Cuthbert, Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, King of Alabama, King 
of Georgia, Linn, Morris, Nichoias, Niles, Porter, Ruggles, 
Shepley, Tallinadge,Waiker, 

NAYS—Messrs. Clay, Ciayton, Crittenden, Davis, Ew- 
ing of Illinois, Ewing of Onio, Goldsborough, Hendricks, 
Knight, Leigh, McKean, Moore, Naudain, Prentiss, Rob- 
— Robinson, Southard, Swift, Tipton, and ‘Tomlinson— 
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_ The unfinished business was then taken up, be- 
ing the petition of the Society of Friends to abol- 
ish slavery in the District of Columbia; the ques- 
tion being on Mr. CiaytTon’s motion to amend 


16 


He | 


Wall, White, and Wright—22. | 


| the object. 


| reasons being assigned, he thought it better not 


| trariety of opinion in the Senate as to the proper 
mcde of disposing of this exciting subject, that | 
the proposition of the Senator from Pennsylvania 
| (Mr. Bucnanay] was the only one on which they 
could hope to get anything like a united vote; and | 
as the subject had been discussed so long, and | 


the motion of Mr. Bucnuanan, 


WEEKLY. 





MONDAY, MARCH 28, 1836. 
to reject the prayer | 
of the petition. 
Mr. PORTER had moved yesterday to lay the 
motion of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Cray] 
on the table, in order that he might have time for | 
reflection. While that motion was pending, on 
motion by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Morais] | 
the Senate adjourned, which fully embraced the 
object of his (Mr. P.’s) motion. He was anxious 
to pursue that course best calculated to accomplish | 
He had reflected last night upon the 
matter, and had come to the conclusion that it | 
was better for the southern Senators to vote for | 
the naked proposition of the Senator from Penn- | 
sylvania, [Mr. Bucuanan.] Without additional | 


to go for the proposition of the Senator from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Cray.] There was such a con- 


the minds of Senators made up, he believed the 


best thing they could now do was to vote for the | 





motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania to reject | 
| the 


rayer of the petition. 

Mr. LE!IGH moved to amend the amendment 
of Mr. Cray, by striking out all after the first 
word, and inserting the words ‘* That, in the opin- 


ion of the Senate, Congress has not the power to | 


abolish slavery in the District of Columbia.’’ 
Mr. CUTHBERT said he thought that the 
Senator from Kentucky would now perceive the 
danger of opening the discussion still more ex- 
tensively by the motion he had made. If the 
gentleman said (Mr. C.) will withdraw that mo- 
tion, and allow us to take the question on the 
proposition of the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
they would have an opportunity of giving a de- 
cisive vote, in which every member could unite. 


The gentleman from Kentuckymust see that there | 


| was great difference of opinion with regard to his || 


motion, and that it must draw with it the propo- 
sitions equally calculated to bring on debate. 
Mr. LEIGH observed that he had no desire to 


| press the subject at present, much less a desire 








| 


to produce agitation. He had directed every word 
and expression of his, from the very commence- 
ment, with the view of avoiding excitement; and 
it was with unspeakable pain that he felt himself 


\| constrained to offer the amendment, not so much 


on account of the proposition of the Senator from 
Kentucky, as of the argument by which it was 
accompanied. He was willing that the whole 


subject should be laid over; he wished it particu- | 


larly, as it was desirable that the most deliberate 


| consideration should be given to it. If gentlemen 


would persist in now pressing the subject he 
would _ in the amendment. 
Mr. L. inquired of the Chair (it having been 


suggested that Mr. Cray, by withdrawing his ‘ 


amendment, could defeat his substitute) if this 
could be done; and, being answered in the affirm- 


| ative, said that he would, in that case, feel it his 


duty to offer his amendment as a new proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. CLAY said, the amendment submitted by 
him was offered with the best motives. He could 
not assent that Congress had no constitutional 

ower to legislate on the prayer of thé petition. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


ae = 





PRICE $1 FOR A SESSION. 


Vouvume 3....No. 16. 












with a very ditierent feeling than was evinced, 
which was, that the States of Maryland and 
Virginia would be injuriously affected by it; and 
if they had anticipated it, they would not have 
made the cession. 
principle of faith coeval with the cession itself. 


In that he had asserted a 


The third reason was, the degree with which 


the injury would be inflicted would far exceed 
any practical benefits resulting to the Govern- 
ment. 
must exist as long as the Government. 


This was a substantial reason, which 


These views would suppress abolition in the 


North, and, in moments when the minds of the 
South were calm and unagitated, would quiet 
their alarms; but, as they had not been received 
in the spirit in which he expected they would be, 
he was willing to withdraw his amendment. 


Mr. C, had listened attentively to the arguments 


of the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Leieu,] and, 


if any one could have convinced him that it was 
unconstitutional, that gentleman could; but he 


‘had heard no argument that had changed his 


opinion. He contended that, as neither Virginia 
nor Maryland, or both combined, could abolish 
slavery in the District of Columbia, the power 
without limitation or restriction existed only in 
Congress. He had intended to say but little, 
and that little in the spirit of kindness. He had 
risen for the purpose of withdrawing his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. LEIGH, in assigning the reasons which 
induced him to press his amendment, referred to 


'the resolutions of the General Assembly of the 
| State of Virginia, lately presented by him, ex- 


pressly declaring that Congress had not the power 


| to abolish slavery in the District of Columbia. 
| He did not expect, when he presented these res- 
| olutions, that there would have been an occasion 


so soon to submit a proposition on them; but as 
the Senator from Kentucky took the ground, 
when he submitted his amendment, that Congress 
did possess this power, he felt that it was a fit 
occasion to bring the views of his Legislature dis- 
tinctly before the Senate. Mr. L. entered into a 
lengthy argument to refute the position of Mr. 
Cray, that Congress possessed under the Consti- 
tution unlimited sovereign power with regard to 
this District, under the clause of that instrument 
giving Congress exclusive legislation over it; 
drawing the distinction between exclusive legis- 
lation and exclusive sovereignty; and further, he 


_ contended that Congress was prohibited from the 


exercise of this power by the clause in the Con- 


| stitution providing that private property shall not 
| be taken for public use, without just compensa- 


tion, showing that to abolish propert 
for ** public use.’? Mr. L, deprecate 


was not 


d the doc- 


| trines advanced by Mr. Cray as to the evils of 
| slavery, denying that slavery, as it now existed, 


|| was an evil. 


Such sentiments as the Senator 


|| from Kentucky had avowed were calculated to 


| 
| 


' 
} 
| 
| 


Ie was ready to express his opinion on that, as he | 


wasonallsubjects. The firstclause of hisamend- 


ment was in reference to his feelings as it went 
against abolition, without affirming any opinion 
as to the constitutionality of the measure. The 


next, in the absence of its constitutionality, re- | 


cognized the ine 


i; 


xpediency of it. 


| after some remarks at length, saic 


impose—most grievous} 


impose, on all those 
who did not understan 


the subject. Mr. L., 

t he would be 
willing to delay the question so as to give further 
time for the consideration of the subject; but if 
gentlemen would press it he must press his mo- 
tion to call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CUTHBERT said the Senator from Ken- 
tucky had, in the plenitude of his frankness, 
yielded his amendment, for the purpose of en- 
abling the Senate to come to a final and united 
vote; and now, when, by universal corisent, the 


| moment was about to arrive to take that vote, 


1 the reasons assigned, the first was, that the || 


people of the District of Columbia had not peti- | 
tioned; and that (he said) did not imply, that if | 


they had petitioned their prayer would be granted. || 
The next reason offered (he thought) ought to || 


So 


have been received by the Senators from the 


uth |) tion. 


another amendment was interposed. He there- 
fore conjured the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
Lercu] to withdraw his amendment also. The 
vote on the motion of the Senator from Peansyl- 
vania [Mr. Bucnanan] would not preclude hia 
[Mr. L.] from offering his amendment at any 
time after this vote was taken, if he should feel 

it his duty to offer it. 
Mr. L&IGH replied that he was called on to 
act on this subject without a moment’s delibera- 
He had warned the Senate of the course 
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he should be compelled to take, if this subject | 
was pressed. If the Senate would give him time || 
to deliberate, he would pursue that course which || 
then seemed to him to be the best. Mr. L. then) 
moved to lay the subject on the table, and called 
for the yeas and nays, but withdrew the motion | 
at the request of } 
Mr. CRITTENDEN, who anticipated with || 
confidence that the Senate would come to some || 
unanimous vote. He had reluctantly voted to | 
receive this petition yesterday, with a view at all | 
times of giving it the most decided rejection; and | 
in doing so he would desire to conform to the de- 
sires of southern gentlemen. He hoped, how- | 
ever, that the Senator from Virginia (Mr. Leicn] | 
would find it consistent with his feelings and the 
interests of his constituents not to press the ques- || 
tion of the constitutionality of this measure at | 
this time. 
Mr. BROWN was not willing, by any vote of | 
his, to procrastinate this subject, and demanded 
the 
Mr. KING, of Alabama, felt very desirous of 
giving the Senator from Virginia an opportunity | 
of giving as much time as might be necessary to 
enable him to determine whether an imperious | 
duty required him to press his motion. lt was 
not his dviive to hasten him into adecision. He |) 
suggested to the Senator from Virginia, that there 


were resolutions among the orders of the Senate | 


which had been proposed by his late colleague, 
(Mr. Tyler,) involving the very question pro- 
posed in hisamendment. ‘These resolutions must 
come up before the Senate, and the whole subject 
relating to the powers of Congress, with regard 


to slavery in this District, would be a fair matter || 


for discussion. [Mr. Kina here read Mr. Ty- 
ler’s resolutions, affirming that Congress did not 


possess the power to abolish slavery in the Dis- 


| 
trict, and that the assumption of it would be a } 
1) 


breach of faith towards the States of Virginia and 
Maryland, who ceded the ten miles square, and a 
violation ef the rights of private property. 
Senator from Virginia (Mr. K. said) would there- 
fore perceive that delay was not desirable, either 
to enable him to carry out the instructions of his 
Legislature, or to get the constitutional question 
before the Senate, as the subject must come up in | 
the resolutions of his late colleague. 

Mr. LEIGH renewed his motion to lay the sub- | 
ject on the table; and 

The question was taken, and decided as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Black, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, Critten- 
den, Cuthbert, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, King 
of Alabama, Knight, Leigh, McKean, Moore, Naudain, 
Nicholas, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Southard, 
Swift, Tomlinson, and White—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Ewing of | 
Illinois, Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, King of Georgia, Linn, 
Morris, Niles, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, 
Tipton, Walker, Wall, and Wright—20. 


NORTHERN BOUNDARY OF OHIO. 


On motion by Mr. EWING, of Ohio, the bill |) 
to settle and establish the northern boundary of || 
Ohio was taken up; when 

Mr. MORRIS submitted the following amend- 
ment: 

Strike out after the enacting clause, to the word Ohio in- 
elusive, and insert, 


“The assent of the Congress of the United States is 
hereby fully declared and given to the proviso contained in 
the sixth section of the sevenu: article of the constitution 
of Ohio, and the northern boundary of said State as therein 
described.’ 


Mr. MORRIS then addressed the Senate upon 
the amendment as offered. 

Mr. CLAYTON supported the report of the | 
committee at some length, and opposed the 
amendment offered by the gentleman oe Ohio, 
{Mr. Morais. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, thought the report of 
the committee everything Ohio would desire; al- 
though he thought the amendment offered by his 
colleague would do no harm. He also thought it 
would be productive of no substantial benefit. 

Mr. MORRIS had offered the amendment under 


solemn convictions of duty, to carry out a princi- | 


ple in which he believed every citizen of Ohio was | 
deeply interested, and which, he believed, would 
settle this difficulty as it related to the people of 
Ohio. 


THE CO 


' 

1 

| 

yeas and nays. | 
| 





The | 


should secure for the House. 


| tion. 


The question was then taken; and the amend- | 
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ing vote: 
YEAS—Messrs. Morris, Niles, and Wall—3. 


NAYS—Messrs. Black, Buchanan, Calhoun, Clay, Clay- | 
Pi) ton, Cr i 


" ittenden, Cuthbert, Davis, Ewing of [ihinois, Ewing 
of Ohio, Goldsborough, Hendricks, Hill, Hubbard, King of 


| Alabama, King of Georgia, Knight, Leigh, Linn, McKean, 


Naudain, Nicholas, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, 
Robinson, Shepley, Southard, Tipton, Tomlinson, Walker, 
White, and Wright—34. 

_The question was then taken on ordering the 
bill to be engrossed for a third reading, and de- 
cided in the affirmative; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Buchanan, Calhoun, | 
Clay, Clayton, Crittenden, Cuthbert, Davis, Ewing of Hh- || 
nois, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Grundy, Hendricks, | 


Hill, Hubbard, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Knight, 


| Leigh, Linn, McKean, Morris, Naudain, Nicholas, Porter, 


Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Robinson, Southard, ‘Tallmadge, 
Tipton, Tomlinson, Walker, Wall, and White—37. 
NAYS—Messrs. Niles, Ruggles, and Shepley—3. 
The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, March 10, 1836. 

Mr. HEISTER stated that his vote was incor- 
rectly recorded, on the passage of the bill for the 
relief of the sufferers by the fire at New York. 
He voted in the negative on that question; and 


he moved that the Journal be corrected accord- | 


ing’y which, by unanimous consent, was done. 
Mr. 


for the 


purpose of presenting resolutions, 
and disposing of the same, together with the res- 
olutions on the Speaker’s table. 

The motion to suspend the rule was negatived. 


NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION. 


The SPEAKER, by consent, laid before the | 


House additional testimony (received through 


the post office) in the case of the contested elec- | 


tion from North Carolina; which was laid 6n the 


| table, and ordered to be printed. 


The House then resumed the consideration of 


the motion made by Mr. Srancter, to reconsider || 
the vote rejecting the proposition to allow Mr. | 
Newland leave to appear by counsel, in the 


prosecution of his claim to the seat in the House 
at present occupied by Mr. Granam. 

fr. GRENNELL, who was entitled to the 
floor, said he had but little to say after what he 
had said on a preceding day. In reference to the 
motion to admit counsel he remarked, although 
the decision might interest the parties personally, 
yet there were higher considerations which they 


view—a high public trust, which was to be exer- 
cised for the 
made it of much higher consideration than a mere 
personal matter. "The evidence was all before 
the House, and the House had the ability to un- 


| derstand and apply the law and the Constitution 


in the case; and the members were sworn to 


decide the question truly and justly, according to | 
the requirements of the Constitution. But, in re- 
lation to placing the parties on a footing of equal- 
| ity, it was said the other day, in order to show 


the inequality which existed, that the sitting 


| member was a member of the bar, and that the 


petitioner was neither a member of the bar nor a 


debater, and hence it was argued that there was | 
_a disparity between the 


an It was a dis- 
parity, however, of which the House could take 
no cognizance; it was unknown to the Constitu- 


of counsel for that purpose? If so, the House 
should employ counsel, and the ablest counsel. If, 
then, the House did not need counsel, it was not 
needed for the petitioner; but, if equality was the 
object, it would be a difficult matter to settle, even 
if both the parties were lawyers; one might be 
eminent, accustomed to make arguments and dis- 


cussions in courts of law, and the other might be | 


a silent counsel, and there would be an inequality, 
although both belonged to the same profession. 
Inequality would exist, and how was it to be 
remedied? They could not take professions as 
decisive. If they were to endeavor to place gen- 


| tlemen on an equality, the House would be in- 
|| volved in an inextricable difficulty. 


° It seemed 
to him that the proposition must satisfy every 
one that the object was unattainable. 


LOBE. 


I| 


ment of Mr. Morris was rejected by the follow- 


HOW ARDaskeda suspension of the rule, | 
purpose of enabling him to submit a res- | 
|| olution, setting apart a day, commencing at eleven 
\| o’clock, for the 


| 


An office was in | 


ood of the whole people, which | 


He asked if the House felt the necessity | 





March 10, 
But did it depend upon the inequality of counse] 
in courts of law, that suits io be decided for 
| the ablest and against the poorest? His views 
| were different. On the contrary, he had often 
witnessed the weakest party, with nothing but 
the justice of their cause, opposed to the ablest 
counsel, and prevailing under all those appa- 
rent disadvantages. But the petitioner need not 
/apprehend any want of counsel in the House, 
| because he would be done ample and impartial 
| justice. Did the facts prove that counsel was of 
;no use? He would remark that counsel was 
mainly important to see that his client’s case was 
clearly drawn up and presented to the House, 
And after the facts were drawn up, he would ask 
where was the vast importance of able counse|? 
The House had been told that precedents were in 
favor of counsel; but he must say that for the 
| last thirty years no counsel had been admitted. 
Cases had occurred more than once where per- 
| sons had been brought before the bar of the 
House for trial, and counsel was granted then; 
| but that had been for the best of reasons. Coun- 
sel was always allowed in cases of a breach of 
the peace, in assaulting and beating a member of 
the House, or for the like offenses. The House, 
| of necessity, had to grant counsel in such cases, be- 
| cause they themselves were the judges and jurors 
to determine the matter. To deny counsel in 
such cases would be taking away that liberty 
which belonged to anaccused. In such cases, it 
was right. But the present was one of a far dif- 
| ferent complexion. An office of honor, dignity, 
and responsibility was sought; and if his argu- 
ments were correct, which he took them to be, 
the cases were dissimilar. It seemed to him that 
the petitioning member had had all the advocates 

that could, with propriety, be accorded to him, 
as he had been Roue before the committee by 
/eminent counsel. Having been so heard before 
the committee, and that committee having reported 
favorably to the petitioner, what more could he 
||} ask? Was not the committee able to present to 
| the House all the facts which the petitioner’s 
counsel spread before them? It seemed to him 
that all that could reasonably be asked had been 
granted to the petitioner. If he supposed his 
rights were invaded he would be the last man to 
| raise his voice against him. 

Mr. MILLER said it was not his purpose to 
prolong the debate, which had already been too 
protracted. He was one of those who had voted 
against allowing the petitioner counsel, and he 
did so under the apprehension that counsel was 
not desirable. If he was not mistaken, it had 
been stated by a gentleman from North Carolina 
[Mr. Connor] that the petitioner himself did not 
desire counsel. That had influenced his vote 
more than anything else. He now understood 
| that the petitioner did desire counsel, and that he 
| did not feel himself competent to argue his own 
' cause on that floor. That was sufficient for him; 
and he would not enter into an argument of the 
matter, because he considered, when the petitioner 
admitted that he was not competent to argue his 
cause, it would be doing him gross injustice to 

refuse him counsel. He hoped the House would 
| dispose of the question then, so that they might 
I have the morning hour for other business, which 
| was then lying back. 
| Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, said he was 
| not in the House at the time the vote was taken, 
‘| otherwise he should have voted in favor of the 
Pe having counsel, because it had never 

een denied on former occasions when asked for. 
| As, however, there was a great difference of 
opinion on the subject, which would lead to a 
| protracted discussion, he moved to lay the motion 
_to reconsider on the table. 
| The CHAIR stated that the motion would lay 
| the subject on the table. 
| Mr. PEARCE then withdrew his motion. 

Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD said, to have a cor- 

‘| rect knowledge of the matter, it would be neces- 
| sary to review the circumstances attending the 
proposition then under consideration. The gen- 
tleman from Kentucky made a report from the 
Committee of Elections, accompanied by a me- 
| tion, that the subject be made the order for a 
| certain day, and that the gentleman petitioning 
i 





for the seat be permitted to appear, and be 


\| heard either by himself, or by counsel. Some 
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doubts arose as to the propriety of the motion; 
and in the mean time a report came in from the 
minority of the committee, and a paper from the 
sitting member. Some debate ensued, when the 
gentleman from New York {[Mr. Harp] moved 
that the petitioner be permitted to take his seat 
within the bar of the House. His colleague [Mr. 
Bynum] then moved an additional proposition, 
that upon the main question the petitioner have 
leave to be heard by counsel. On the next morn- 
ing after this, a friend of the petitioner informed 
the House that the petitioner did not wish counsel; 
and on the next day again his colleague, [Mr. 
Bynum,] after consulting with the petitioner, as- | 
certained that he had changed his opinion. In that 
state of the case the vote was taken and decided 
against admitting counsel; and at the earliest pos- 
sible moment the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
per aaa Sogn forward and moved a reconsid- 
eration. As a matter of justice and consistency | 
to the petitioner, Mr. S. wished the broadest res- | 
olution offered which the House couldadopt. He | 
was in favor of giving him the greatest privilege; | 
and if alegal question should arise then he would 
give him counsel if he wished it. He would let 
him have it whenever it was needed. If counsel 
was needed, he would give it without searching | 
over musty records for a precedent. He had 
great respect for the petitioner, and he knew he | 
was nota lawyer by profession. He sincerely 
hoped that the House would reconsider its vote, 
as he did not wish that this negative should apply 
for the first time to an individual from his own 
State. | 
Mr. VANDERPOEL said, he was one of those |! 
who, a few days ago, voted to allow the petitioner 
the privilege of appearing by counsel; and with 
all due respect for a majority of the House, which 
negatived his request, he must be permitted to 
say that he was surprised at the result on that 
occasion. Some very queer arguments had been | 
urged in the progress of this discussion; and if 
he had not the utmost confidence in the modesty, 
as well as the patriousm of honorable gentlemen, 
he would almost be induced to suspect that they 
were the offspring of self-sufficiency. The sub- 
stance of the arguments against granting the 
application of the petitioner was, **-We are wise 
enough of ourselves; we want no instructionfrom 
any eXtrinsic quarier upon any questions, how- | 
ever important, that may come before us; we 
will depart from precedents established and 
adhered to by our predecessors ever since the 
foundation of the Government, because we are 
wiser than they were, and will deny to the peti- 
tioner a privilege which, when requested, has 
always been granted to every petitioner for a seat | 
here.’’ For, be it distinctly remembered, sir, 
that there is not a ease on record where this 
persieges to appear by counsel, has been denicd. | 
f, within the last twenty or thirty years, peti- 
tioners in cases of this description have not ap- 
peared by counsel, it is only because they have 
not asked the privilege of doing so. The con- 
tending parties have either, in most instances, 
both been lawyers, or the points involved have 
been few and simple, so that neither party deemed 
it an object to ask for the privilege of appearing | 
by counsel. 
What are the principal objections which are 
urged against the application of the petitioner in 
this case? It is said lawyers will make long 
speeches, and we cannot spare time enough to 
hear these speeches. In his (Mr. V.’s) humble | 
opinion, we shall not be relieved from long 
speeches, whether we admit lawyers or not. The 
talking disease rages so violently here as to pre- 
clude the hope that we shall gain the great desid- 
eratum of dess talk from the exclusion of lawyers 
in this case; nor need honorable gentlemen appre- 
hend that counsel, if admitted, will preoceupy 
the whole ground, and thus leave us nothing to 
talkabout. Whoever knew a subject exhausted | 
here? After forty speeches, pro and con., topics 
plenty as blackberries still spring up before the 
imaginations of honorable gentlemen, and enable 
us but too often to prove that we were never con- 
verted to the maxim, that ‘* brevity is the soul 
of wit.”’ | 
If we admit counsel, we might be pretty sure 
that the controlling points in the case would be 
presented to us by them, Courtesy and a sense | 
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| assem 


| counsel for the sitting member. 
| facie entitled to his seat, and had taken it. 
| would give the other gentleman the same privilege || 


of responsibility would induce honorable gentle- | 
men to listen to counsel; and if the attainment of | 
truth was our object, it would be far more profit- 
able to listen to a methodical, well-digested argu- | 
ment of counsel, learned and respectable, as 
counsel always were who appeared at the bar of 
this House, than to crude and desultory lucubra- | 
tions from other quarters, however honorable. 
What pledge had we that the points involved in 
this case were so simple and easy to be disposed 
of? The honorable chairman of the Commitice 
of Elections [Mr. Cuatporne] a few days ago had 
admonished bim, (Mr. V.,) most eloquently, not 
to come to a precipitate conclusion upon the merits | 
of this case; and warned the 
questions presented by the two reports were com- 
plicated and multifarious; and if judges learned 
in the law deemed it no disparagement to their | 
understanding to hear counsel in all matters upon | 
which they were called to adjudicate, he could 
see no good reason in favor of our wrapping our- 
selves In our robes of self-sufficiency, and saying, 
inacase of such interest, not only to the petitioner, 
but to the electors of the district where the con- | 
tending gentlemen reside, ‘* We are too wise to | 
be illuminated by counsel.”’ 
that the vote a few days ago resulted from the 
belief that the petitioner did not want counsel. 
He now tells you, through gentlemen on this | 
floor, that he is desirous to have the aid of coun- 
sel, and it would be as unreasonable as it was 
unprecedented to refuse to gratify him. 


Hlouse, that the 


There was no doubt 


The honorable gentleman from Massachusetts 


[Mr. Grennevu] had stated an objection to the 
allowance of counsel, which, to his mind, was 
wholly unsound. j 
| would be peculiarly privileged, and would not be 
subject to the rules of order. 
could not be so. 
counsel, it was implied that sueh counsel should 
be subject to the rules of order prescribed for the 
members ofthe House. He addresses the Speaker 
or chairman of the Committee of the Whole House, 
and is, for the time being, as much subject to the 
rules of order as any member here, 
have been admitted in parliamentary bodies from 
| time immemorial, and we could not learn that | 
they had ever claimed to be exempt from rules of | 
order, or that they had ever discovered a refrac- | 
tory spirit, unbecoming a member of a legislative | 

oi, He felt the House called upon, both | 
by principle and precedent, to grant the reason- | 
_ able request of the petitioner. 


He says that counsel here 


This certainly 
If we made an order to admit 


Mr. ANTHONY said he was present, and had 


voted that the petitioner should not be permitted 
counsel; first, that he did not desire it; and see- 
ondly, that he did not need it. 
case in a different light from some other gentle- 


He viewed the 


men. If the gentleman was brought there on a 


charge of breach of the peace, it would then be 
proper that he should be heard by counsel. But | 
They stood in | 


the present was a diflerent case. 
the relation of counsel to the petitioner, and they 
had taken an oath to thateffect. ‘They were also 
He was prima 


on that question, because a certain portion of the 


|| people had sent him there to claim his seat. It 
| was the people they were to decide for, because 


the petitioner was the agent and representative 
of those people. It was not a personal matter 
they had to settle, but a matter of interest to the 
people of the district the petitioner represented. 
Gentlemen might as well argue that counsel should 
be employed in every case coming before Con- 
gress as in the present. Some gentlemen might 
say they did not understand the laws and the 


| Constitution in relation to that ease. That ques- 


tion was brought up every day, and therefore 


they ought to have an expounder of the Consti- 


tution to tell them what were the law and the 
Constitution. ‘Two thirds of the speakers in the 
House were not listened to at all, and, if they did 


| have counsel, he asked if he would be listened to ? 
Mr. A. said he was counsel, and so was every 
gentleman counsel, in that ease, and they would 
decide, not only for the petitioner, but for the peo- 
The petitioner did not ask 
anything for himself, but as the Representative 
There were many persons who 
d might on the 


ple of his district. 


of the people. 
came there in the same way, an 


BE. 


Counsel | 


They | 
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same grounds ask for counsel. They might say 
that there was no one to take care of their inter- 
ests; and why not carry out the principle, and 
allow every one who had claims on the Government 
to be heard by counsel? It was paying a poor 
compliment to gentlemen to say that they cannot 
understand a question of law in North Cagohina, 
without having feed counsel to give them in- 
formation and advice. He protested against it. 
He believed the petitioner would not be deprived 
of what counsel was necessary from gentlemen 
who were not only schooled in the laws of the 
United States, but also schooled in the laws of 
North Carolina. But the prewpel reason why 
he protested against it was, that they would have 
a long-winded argument to consume the time of 
the House, when they were sworn to decide the 
case from their own information. He thought 
they might as well allow a gentleman to say, 
when a matter came before the House in which 
his constituents were interested, that he was not 
able to argue the question, and must be permitted 
to have counsel. He considered it the right and 
the duty of the House to settle the matter; and, 
if they allowed the petitioner counsel, they might 
as well allow any other gentleman on that floor 
to ask for counsel to argue the cause of his con- 
stituents. 

Mr. BOULDIN rose to address the House, 
but— 

The CHAIR announced the arrival of the hour 
for proceeding to the special order of the day. 

Mr. DUNLAP rose and said that, by the spe- 
cial orders of the House, no measure could now 
be brought before the House but bya vote of 
two thirds. He had heretofore voted against 
making the special orders of the House, because 
it was placing a bill in which his immediate con- 
stituents were interested in a situation that a 
majority of the House could not act upon it, but 
it would require of him to get a vote of two thirds 
of the House, which he did not believe he could 
do but by courtesy. He had risen this morning 
to ask of the House the favor to suspend the rule 
and special orders, to enable him to make a mo- 
tion that the House resolve itself into a Commii- 
tee of the Whole on bill No. 68—the Tennessee 
land bill. The bill was one in which his State 
and immediate constituents were interested; and 
not one hour of the time of this House had been 
occupied in the consideration of this subject 
since 1829. The House surely would now ex- 
| tend the favor to him of taking up this bill: a 
small portion of the time of this House was due 
to Tennessee. It not being in order to discuss 
this motion, he thanked the House for their in- 
dulgence in permitting him to make this short 
statement. He therefore moved that the rule be 
suspended, to enable him to make his motion. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, ex- 
pressed a hope that the rule would not be sus- 
pended. 

The motion was then negatived without a 
|, count. 


| SEMINOLE HOSTILITIES. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, asked the con- 
sent to go into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, for the purpose of considering 

certain amendments of the Senate to a bill from 
the House entitled an ‘* Act for the payment of 
volunteers and militia corps in the service of the 

United States.”’ 

Mr. J. briefly explained that the amendments 
in question provided for the appointment of three 

| additional paymasters of the Army, a measure 
proposed in a bill already reported from the Mil- 
itary Committee of the House. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG asked the gentleman from 
Kentucky to withdraw the motion for the present, 
as he wished to make a report from the Commit- 
tee of Waysand Means connected with the same 
subject. 

Mr. JOHNSON assented; and Mr. ©. asked 
the consent of the House to make the report in- 
dicated by him. ; 
|| Mr. BOON wished to amend the motion, so as 
| to enable the standing committees of the House 

to report generally. _ ; 
|| The CHAIR said it was not then in order to 
make that motion. 
| Mr. CAMBRELENG then asked the consent 
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of the House, bricfly explaining that the report } 
was an additional anes of $500,000 for | 
repressing the hostilities of the Indians in Flor- | 
jda, which was imperiously required, from the | 
fact thatthe funds already appropriated were ex- | 
hausted, and drafts were constantly coming in | 
which could not be paid. 
Mr. BOND objected. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG then moved to suspend 
the rule; which was agreed to without a count; 
and | 
Mr. C. then, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported a bill making a further appro- 
riation for the repression of Indian hostilities in | 
lorida; which was read twice and committed. 


PAYMENT OF VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, then moved that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the | 
Whole on the state of the Union, for the purpose 
of considering the amendments from the Senate 
to the bill providing for the payment of volun- | 
teers and militia corps in the service of the United 
States, &c., and also the bill just reported. | 

Objection being made, 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved a suspension of | 
the rule; which was agreed to; and the motion || 
of Mr. Jounson being also concurred in, || 

The House accordingly went into committee, || 
Mr. Mason, of Virginia, in the chair, on the 
foregoing bills. 

The amendments of the Senate to the bill from || 
the House to provide for the payment of voiun- || 
teers and militia received into the service of the || 
United States, were first considered. 

After a brief explanation by Mr. JOHNSON, | 
the amendments were concurred in, with the ex- 
ception of that which provided for the appoinment || 
of three additional paymasters of the army. 

Upon adopting the latter amendment, Mr. 
UNDERWOOD called for a count. 

Mr. JOHNSON urged the necessity of adopt- | 

ing the amendment, as it was required by the | 


ublic service. 1 


Mr. DUNLAP inquired whether there was not | 


a bill before the House providing for the a I] 
e 


ment of three additional paymasters? be- || 
lieved that such was the fact, and he thought the || 
House ought to non-concur in the amendment, || 
as its retention might induce some members to || 
oppose a bill which was required by the neces- || 
sities of the country, and which should be imme- || 
diately acted on. If there wasa necessity, which 
he did not admit, for an additional number of | 
paymasters, let that proposition be considered || 
separately, and decided upon its own merits. He 
hoped the House would disagree to this amend- 
ment of the Senate. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG hoped the gentleman 
from Kentucky (Mr. Jounson] would not press 
this amendment. He concurred entirely in the 
remarks of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Dowvap,] that, as this proposition had been re- 
ported to the House by the Military Committee 
in a distinct form, it should not have been attached 
to the present bill, which should be immediate 
passed. He was therefore opposed to the anaind- 
ment. 

Mr. WARD said the House was already in 
possession of all the facts necessary to arrive at || 
a decision on the amendment. He referred to 
the circumstance that the present number of pay- 
masters had been found insufficient to pay off t ne | 
troops promptly, and that frequent delays on that 


account had taken place, and the officersand troops | 
had gone without their pay for months together. | 
In case of the sickness or death of a paymaster, | 
the duties required of him could not be discharged || 
by any other person, and a vacancy could only | 
be filled by the President with the consent of the | 
Senate. He was satisfied that the amendment was 
not only proper, but absolutely necessary, and he 
ronkerw A, ws ed it would be concurred in. 


} 


reason for disagreeing to this amendment. He | 


babe 


| not be concurred in by the committee. 


| ment was concurred in—ayes 72, noes 59. 


|| at least the limit ought to be somewhat commen- 


| was a a to add those three paymasters 
i 


| priation, objections to it, strong as they then 


| of nearly $6,000 a year upon the country— 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, could see no || 


House, he could see no reason for setting it aside. | 


Tie amendment was a literal copy of the bill re- | 


porte’ in the House at the last and the present 
session. He was no more interested in the pro- | 
position than other gentlemen. 


He hoped the | 
report of the Military Committee in relation to it 
would be read, and if a majority of the committee | 
should be in favor of non-concurring in the amend- | 
ment, he would cheerfully acquiesce. 

The report having been read, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, remarked | 
that he had originally two objections to this | 
amendment, the first of which was removed in | 
some degree, if not entirely, by the reading of the | 
report; the second, however, remained, and that | 
was the mingling of different subjects in the same | 
bill. He thought the amendment should be con- | 
sidered in a separate bill, and he hoped it would || 


The question was then taken on the amend- || 
ment, and there appeared—yeas 50, noes 61; no 
quorum voting. 

Mr. ADAMS moved that the committee rise | 
and report that fact to the House; which was | 
negatived, 

Tellers were then appointed; and the amend- 





Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, said it appeared | 


| that this Florida war was to be made a pretext | 
_ for the appointment of three additional permanent |. 


paymasters, 
r. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, rose to explain. 
It was not on account of the war in Florida that 
this amendment had been made. For the last 
two years the Paymaster General had urged upon 
Congress the absolute necessity for an increase 
in the number of paymasters. The Florida war 
was an additional reason for urging the speedy 
action of the House on the subject. It had not, 
he repeated, originated the proposition. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, resumed. He 
thought fourteen paymasters (the present num- | 
ber) amply sufficient to pay an army of six or seven 
thousand troops. If it should be determined to 
increase the number, they would have an army of | 
paymasters after a while. As the Seminole war 
would enhance the duties of those officers for a 
limited time, he would move to amend the amend- 
ment by ee that the three additional pay- 
masters should hold their offices for one year, and | 
no longer. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, was opposed to | 
the amendment last proposed, and urged at some 
length the ie nage and necessity of increasing 
permanently the number of paymasters of the |) 


. . . | 
Army. The Paymaster General, a distinguished | 





/ and honorable officer, had informed them that he | 


could not, with the present force, pay off the | 
troops promptly and punctually. He had called | 


| for this increase, and he (Mr. J.) felt bound to | 


take the word of the Paymaster General, that it |, 
was required by the public service. He trusted, || 
therefore, that the amendment of the gentleman |) 


| from Tennessee [Mr. Jounson] would not pre- | 


vail, | 
Mr. SMITH said the amendment of the gen- | 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jounson] was well | 


'worthy of consideration; for, ina bill for an 


appropriation of a temporary character, the Sen- 


' 

an0 . | 

ate had appended a permanent proposition, with- || 
|| out, at the same time, cecige ae single fact of 


its propriety or necessity. He t 


| 


erefore thought | 
j 
surate with the occasion giving rise to it. If it | 


for a short period, or to a period approximating 
the time of the present emergency of the appro- 


would be, might be waived; but this was not the 
proper place or occasion to provide for these || 
permanent officers. It was entailing an expense || 


$1,934 66 being the pay for each of those officers. | 
If he were as convinced of the necessity of these || 
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an amenésent by the Senate to a bill from the } Mr. MANN, of New York, followed in reply 


to the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Jonnsow. | 
He could not see the necessity of this additional 
force. There were already six hundred and sey- 
enty-one officers of the Army, whose pay alone 
amounted to $860,706, leaving alone the Arm 
itself. He was not disposed to put such hick 
confidence in the head of a Department as the 
gentleman did. There were continual calls for 
the increase of officers, ee topographical 
engineers, &c. Why, if the present number of 
paymasters was insufficient for our little Army, 
what would be the consequence if circumstances 
should ever require the i raise a force 
of a hundred thousand men? They would want 
one paymaster to every other man. There were 
now between six and seven hundred officers to 
five thousand men, and he was at a loss to see 
the necessity for more officers. He hoped the 
amendment of the Senate would be rejected. 
Mr. WHITE, of Florida, said, so far from this 
being a temporary appropriation bill, it was no 
appropriation at all, for it merely provided per- 
manent regulations for the payment of militia in 
the service of the United States, whenever they 
were called out; and the amendment could be as 


| well added to this bill as to any other. With re- 
_ gard to the expense, he believed a larger sum of 


money would be disbursed without the appoint- 
ment of these additional paymasters, than their 
salaries would amount to. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD was convinced the pro- 
ee addition to the Army ought not to be made. 
de was not disposed, like his honorable colleague, 
[Mr. Jounson,] to take the mere assertion of any 
head of a bureau as his authority, unless that of- 


| ficer at the same time furnished all the facts and 


data upon which his assertion was based, and 
then Mr. U. would form his own a. 
There were now fourteen paymasters, and each 
of them had no more than eight or nine stations 
to attend to, which, with the great facilities for 
traveling, were surely not more than they could 
do. He was satisfied the requisition ought not 
to be complied with, and he hoped the amend- 
ment of the Senate would not be concurred in. 
Mr. PARKER remarked that the provisions 


| of this amendment had been before the House 


for the last two years; and the only reason they 
had never been acted on and passed was because 
the House, from the load of business before it, 
had never reached them. Mr. P. was disposed 
to take the evidence of an officer of the Govern- 
ment, whose high character and official qualifica- 
tions were unquestionable, and his integrity un- 
impeached; and any measure recommended by 
such a man should have with him its due weight. 
Mr. P. then read some extracts from the report 
of the Military Committee of the last Congress, 
recommending the appointment of three addi- 
tional paymasters, and expressed a hope that the 
amendment would be concurred in. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG could not vote for this 
proposition in its present shape, even if he was 
in favor of the object, for he objected to the prin- 
ciple of adding such riders to bills, or rather bills 
upon bills, which had no connection with each 
other. The gentleman from Kentucky had told 
them that the proposition had no reference to the 
campaign in Florida, and had objected to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee on 
that very ground. Mr. C. had no more idea that 
a measure which, if separately taken up, would 


occupy a week’s discussion, would have come 
| before the House that day, than that a proposi- 


tion to double the Army would have been intro- 
duced. Had he thought this measure would have 


_ been discussed he never would have consented 


to waive the special order on the appropriation 


| bills, nor would the House have gone into com- 
| mittee with such unanimity. 


Mr. DUNLAP also complained of the manner 
in which this proposition had been appended to 
an extraordinary appropriation bill, thereby com- 

elling the House to adopt it, or jeopardize the 


adverted to the fact that the subject of the present || additional paymasters as the gentleman from | 


amendment had been urged by the Department at | Kentucky himself, he should vote against their 
a former session as absolutely necessary, and that || being provided for in the present bill, though he 
it had been favorably considered by the Commit- | might be in favor of a distinct proposition. If 
tee on Military Affairs. It had, however, fallen || the House should, however, concur in the Sen- 
among the unfinished business, and having, by | ate’s amendment, he hoped atleast the nen cps of 
chance of good luck, come up in the shape of || the gentleman from Tennessee would be adopted. 





| bill. He warmly opposed the amendment. 

Mr. ANTHONY thought, ifa measure that was 
right in itself could be ‘brought in, it mattered 
| little in what bill it was introduced, or in what 
| place it was found. This was a matter that could 
as well be passed in this present bill as anywhere 
else. It was well known that the duties of this 
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branch of the service had greatly increased, and | 
every necessary data had been furnished by the 
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setting forth the provision for the additional pay- |! 


|| masters was stricken out, and the bill was then |, 


paymaster general, whose report to the present | laid aside. 


Congress Mr. A. read. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, opposed the 
amendment on the ground of the principle of in- 
troducing such a measure in a bill having no ne- 
cessary connection with it, and for this reason, 
if his own proposition was disagreed to he should 
be compelled to vote against the whole bill. He 
could not bring himself to believe that the addi- 
tional force was necessary, for he thought it did 


not require seventeen pay masters to pay some sIx 


or seven thousand men. 

Mr. FRENCH was in favor of the amendment, 
on the ground of the great increase of duties, and 
the immense extent of territory over which the 
duties of the paymasters extended, and the time 
required—three months—to make the payments. 

Mr. ADAMS should vote for the amendment 
of the gentleman from Tennessee, for he was 
satisfied that fourteen paymasters were quite 
enough to pay five thousand men; but, if an ad- 
dition was asked for, he should like to sce the 
reasons for the requisition. The great objection, 
however, to the amendment was, that it did not 
belong to the bill. It was an attempt to ‘* smug- 
gle’? in a permanent law a temporary appro- 
priation bill, and was entailing an additional 
charge upon the people. He strongly condemned 
the mode by which it was introduced, as it would 
be the means of compelling members who dis- 
agreed to the amendment to vote, against their 
wishes and intention, against the whole bill. He 
yet hoped, however, thatin the House the amend- 
ment would not be concurred in, although a small 
vote in its favor had been taken in the committee. 
Mr. A. called the attention of the House to former 
precedents in tacking on new matters to appro- 
priation bills, particularly one with reference to 
sending a Minister to Great Britain. In the item 
of a general appropriation bill providing for the 
salary of a Minister to that country, the Senate 
introduced a provision, that, if he was appointed 
during the recess, he should not be salbwaien 
his nomination was ratified by the Senate, which 
was a direct violation of the oo and the Consti- 
tution. Mr. A. entered into the history of the 
proceedings on this case at some length, by wa 
of illustration to the present, which he cotzaded, 
to acertain extent, was 
ground, because it gave t 
frustrate the legislation of the House. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, contended there 
was no incongruity in the introduction of this 
a a in the present bill, for it was neces- 


| further appropriations for the repression of Indian 
| hostilities in 


on on the same | 
ie Senate the power to | 


— identified with the military regulations of 
the Government. 
Mr. J. supported the amendment at some 


length, and denied that there had been any smug- 
gling in the case. There was General Towson’s 


report, the ener of the Committee on Military 
re bill the latter had reported, all | 


Affairs, and t 
before the House. Mr. J. passed a high eulogy 
on the present Paymaster General. 


Mr. MANN, ot New York, again opposed the | 


amendment. The gentleman from Kentucky had 
himself distinctly stated that the first amendment 


of the Senate making the provision for the ap- | 
pointment of additional paymasters, was not | 


made with reference to the present situation of 
affairs in Florida, and it was no argument with 
Mr. M. that the head of a bureau required it, 
whatever might be his character for honor and 
integrity. 

Mr. LANE said a few words in reply. 

The amendment of Mr. JOHNSON, of Ken- 
tucky, was then agreed to without a count. 

Mr. McKAY said a few words in explanation 
of the amendment, which was merely to change 
the tenure of office to one year. 

The amendment of the Senate, as amended, 
was then non-concurred in. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, then moved a 
reconsideration of the vote of the committee con- 
curring in the first amendment of the Senate, 
providing for the appointment of three additional 
paymasters, which was agreed to; and the amend- 
ment of the Senate was non-concurred in. 

A further amendment, providing for the ap- 


pointment and pay of the clerks, was then non- | 


concurred in; and that part of the title of the bill 


On motion by Mr. CAMBRELENG, the com- 


mittee took up and considered the bill making | 


“lorida. 
The committee then rose; and the two fore- 
going bills were reported to the House. 
The House concurred in the report of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the last bill; and it was 
ordered to be engrossed and read the third time 
to-morrow. 

The amendments of the Senate +o the bill pro- 
viding for the payment of volunteer and sailitio 
corps in the service of the United States, agreed 
to in the Committee of the Whole, were con- 
| curred in by the House; and the House also con- 
curred with the Committee of the Whole in their 
disagreement to the other amendments of the 
Senate. 
STATE GOVERNMENT IN ARKANSAS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a mes- 
, Sage from the President of the United States, 
transmitting the constitution adopted by a con- 
vention held in the Territory of Arkansas, to- 
gether with various documents, in relation to the 
formation of a State government by that Terri- 
tory; which on motion by Mr. Brown, were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories and ordered 
| to be printed. 


REGISTERED SEAMEN. 





| report from the Secretary of State, in relation to 
the number of seamen entered at the several ports 
in the United States, &c.; which was laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 


| to offer a resolution directing an inquiry into the 
expediency of changing a post route in Maryland. 
Mr. J. explained that he was compelled to offer 
the resolution at this time, in consequence of the 


| uncourteous manner in which his applications had | 


| been treated by the Post Office Department; and 


| he read a letter from Mr. Hobbie, the Assistant | 


| Postmaster General, on the subject. 
| Objection being made, Mr. J. moved to suspend 
| the rules. 

Pending this motion, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, moved 
an adjournment, which was carried; and 

The House adjourned at five o’clock, p. m. 





IN SENATE. 
Fripay, March 11, 1836. 


The CHAIR communicated a report from the | 


| Treasury Department, showing, in compliance 


\| with the resolution of the Senate of the 7th in- 


stant, the total amount expended on the construc- 


tion and repairs of the Cumberland road; and on | 
motion by Mr. Cray, it was ordered to be printed. | 


Mr. BUCHANAN presented the petition of 
the administrators of Brigadier General John P. 
de Haas; which was referred to the Committce 
on Revolutionary Claims. 


of John Keitt; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. TOMLINSON presented the petition of 
| Abel Turney, praying for arrears of pension; 
| which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
|| Mr. WRIGHT presented the petition of sundry 
| merchants of the city of New York, praying for 
| a repeal of the duty on brown linens; which was 
| referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 
| Mr. TIPTON presented the documents of John 

Smith, the petition of William T.:Lewis and 
Hiram H. Lewis, and the petition of Joseph Le- 
|| franbois, third head chief of the Pottawatomie 
| Indians; all of which were referred to the appro- 
priate committee. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. KNIGHT, from the Committee on Manu- | 


factures, to which was referred the bill allowing 
| a drawback on foreign hemp, manufactured into 
|| cordage when exported, reported the same with- 
‘| out amendment. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, from the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims, to which had been 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a) 


Mr. JENIFER asked the consent of the House | 


| 
| 
| 
| } 
| Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH presented the petition | 
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referred the petition of the heirs of Colonel John 
Stone, of Maryland, reported unfavorably on the 
same. 

Mr. PORTER, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to which had been referred the petition 
of Margaret Meade, widow and executrix of Rich- 
ard W. Meade, deceased, reported a bill for her 
relief; which was read and ordered to a second 
reading, and the report was ordered to be printed. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. KING, of Georgia, gave notice that he 
would to-morrow ask leave to introduce a bill au- 
thorizing a railroad in Florida. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
Mr. LINN submitted the following resolution; 
which lies on the table one day: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of surrendering to 
the State of Missouri that portion of the public lands lying 
in the counties of Cape Girardeau, Scott, New Madrid, Stod- 
dard, and Wayne, which has been reported by the deputy 
surveyors to the surveyor general as not worth the expense 
of survey, on condition that all money arising from the sale 
of such lands be expended under the direction of the Legis- 
lature of Missouri, for the purpose of draining the swampe, 
preventing its inundation, and removing obstructions to the 
navigation of such water-courses as take their way through 
said lands. 

Mr. MORRIS submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands inquire 
into the expediency of ceding to the State of Ohio the resi- 
due of the public lands in that State which have been offered 
for sale for the term of fourteen years; and also of ceding 
the residue of said lands which have been offered for sale 
for a less term of time, or of permitting the State to become 
the purchaser of the last-mentioned lands, at the price of 
one dollar per acre, on a credit of fourteen years, except in 
ease of foreign war; in which case the same shall be paid 
for by the State at such time as the Congress of the United 
States shall require; and that the same principle be ex 
tended to each of the new Statcs in which the public lands 
of the United States are situated, by extending the saies to, 
or reserving for future sale, the same quantity of land as 
| has been sold in the State of Ohio, in proportion to the 
whole quantity of land in each of said States. 

Mr. ROBBINS submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instructed 
| to inquire into the expediency of making and passing an 

act explanatory of the act entitled ‘‘ An act for the relief 
of certain surviving officers and soldiers of the Revolution,’’ 
approved the 7th day of June, 1832, whereby persons in the 
naval service of the United States on board privateers com- 
missioned by the United States in the revolutionary war, 
be included in the provisions of said pension act, in like 
manner as persons engaged in said naval service on board 
| vessels of war commissioned by the United States, and to 

report thereon. 


| SUFFERERS BY THE NEW YORK FIRE. 
On motion by Mr. WRIGHT, the Senate took 
up the bill for the relief of the sufferers by the 
late fire in New York, the question being on con- 
| curring in the amendments made by the House 
of Representatives; and the said amendments 
having been considered, were concurred in. 


BILLS PASSED. 
The following bills were severally read the 
| third time and passed: 
The bill making appropriations for deepening 
= bar and constructing a dry-dock at Pensa- 
cola; 

The bill making appropriations for the comple- 
tion of certain internal improvements in the Ter- 
ritory of Florida; 

The joint resolution providing for the settle- 

| ment of the claims of John S. Stiles; 

The bill for the relief of John Laforet; 

The bill to authorize the selection of certain 
|| lands in lieu of those disposed of by the United 
|| States on the Miami, and which were previously 
| granted to the State of Ohio; 


| _ The bill making an vero for the com- 
|| pletion of the sale of the United States to the site 
|| of a light-house on Roanoke marshes, North Car- 
‘| olina; and 

|| The bill to settle and establish the northern 
} 

{ 





boundary line of the State of Ohio. 


LAND CLAIMS IN MISSOURI. 
Mr. KING, of Alabama, presented the memo- 
rial of several individuals residing in Arkansas, 
| remonstrating against the confirmation of the re- 
| port of the commissioncrs appointed to settle and 
_ confirm claims to lands in Missouri, on the ground 


that they are entitled to lands confirmed to others 
by said report. 
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Mr. KING moved for the printing of the me- | 
morial, and its reference to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

Mr. LINN expressed his surprise at the pre- 
sentation of the memorial to the Senate after such 
a lapse of time, and after the report of the com- 
missioners, which was about to be acted on by 
Congress. The bill to confirm this report was 
in such a situation on the general orders, that it 
would have been reached before this but for the 
vrotracted discussions which had occupied the 
poneés on important matters; and he intended to 
have moved to take it up to-day, but would be 
prevented from doing so by the understanding 
that a final action was to be had on the abolition 
memorial, which would most probably consume 
the remainder of the day. He could not give his 
assent that this memorial should interfere with 
the passage of a bill so important to those he rep- 
resented; indeed it ought not to have been pre- 
sented to the Senate atall. It was the duty of 
these memorialists to have presented their claims, 
with the evidence in support of them, to the board 


of commissioners while in session, who would | 


have given every attention fo the subject that it 
merited. Their failure to pursue this plain and 
obvious course was certainly a good and sufficient 
reason why the Senate should not listen to their 
prayer. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, replied, that he owed 
itto himself to say, that he had no idea that 
there was any fault belonging to this memorial, 
or any reason why it should not be presented. It 
had been handed to him by the memorialists, 
who were residents of Arkansas, and consequent- 
ly had no representative on that floor, with a 
request that he would present it. Had they been 
citizens of a State, he should certainly have sent 
them to their representative; but, inasmuch as 
they had no representative in that body, he felt 
it his duty to comply with their request, They 
represented to him that they had offered to sub- 
mit their claims, with the evidence, to the board 
of commissioners while in session, but were in- 
formed that that was not the proper time to receive 
them, and that, when the time arrived, they would 
have due notice of it. This notice, perhaps in 
consequence of the distance at which they lived 


from the place of sitting of the board, they never | 


received. Atall events, the commissioners ad- 
journed without acting on their claims. 


Mr. LINN said he had no intention of impu- 


ting blame to the Senators from Alabama for pre- 
senting the memorial; but he would olserve that 
the memorialists had stated what was not the 
fact. He himself was a member of the board of 
commissioners, and he knew that the memorial- 
ists made no application to be permitted to pre- 


sent testimony to rebut that before the commis- | 


sioners, but wanted to have an arfument by 
counsel. He had informed them that the com- 
missioners would cheerfully receive all the testi- 
mony they might offer, together with a written 
argument, and give to them the most deliberate 
consideration; but that they would not waste 
time in listening for weeks to the arguments of 
counsel about a matter they wanted to close at 
once. 

The petition was then referred, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CUMBERLAND ROAD. 


On motion by Mr. HENDRICKS, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration, as in Committee 
of the Whole, of the bill making appropriations | 
for the repairs and continuation of the Cumber- 
land road, in the States of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, 
and Missouri; the question being on Mr. Crir- | 
TENDEN’s motion to strike out those words in the 
bill declaring that the eee is made out 
of the two per cent. fund reserved for making 
roads in the above States. 

Mr. CLAY suggested to Mr. Crtrrenpen to 
withdraw his amendment, which was done; when 
Mr. C. offered an amendment making the appro- | 
priation for Indiana $250,000, and reducing the 
appropriation for Ilinois to $150,000, so that the 
sum appropriated in the whole bill would be 


$600,000 


Mr. C. adverted to the amount of appropria- | 


} 


tions made in several preceding years, and stated 





| 
! 
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in any one year was $450,000, and the appropri- 
ation about to be made now was $150,000 more 
than that sum. 

These amendments having been agreed to as 
in Committee of the Whole, the bill was reported 
to the Senate; and the question recurred on con- 


curring with the amendments as agreed to in | 


Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. BENTON observed that the State of Mis- 


souri was as deeply interested in the bill as the 
States of Ohio and Indiana. His State (he said) 
was much dissatisfied with the slow progress 
made in carrying this road to the Mississippi. 
He was muchesurprised at the manner in which 
gentlemen had agreed to the reduction of these 
appropriations. 
opposition to the retardation of the road towards 


the Mississippi; and on that question he called || 


for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were accordingly ordered. 


Mr. PORTER said, there was also consider- | 


able dissatisfaction among his constituents; but 
it was caused by very different views from those 
entertained by the constituents of the Senator 
from Missouri, [Mr. Benton.) They were in 
Louisiana against taking the public funds for this 
road, unless an appropriation was made in which 
all the States could participate. They of the 
Southwest were called upon to vote for an appro- 
priation of $600,000 for a road in which they had 
an interest so weak as to be virtually no interest 
at all. , 
he would bring forward a motion to make this 


system of appropriation general throughout the | 


United States. He was glad ta hear it; and hoped 
he would do it now, as this was as good a time 
as any to do it. Voting upon the two per cent. 
fund was a mere delusion. He hoped the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. Cay] would oppose 


this bill now, unless it was made general. 
Mr. CLAY said, the question now before the | 
| Senate was only a question of reduction from a 


large to a smaller amount, and hoped the gentle- 


man from Louisiana [Mr. Porter] would not | 
| vote against that. 


Sut when the ree came 
to be taken upon the bill itself, perhaps it would 


| be well enough if the gentleman continued of the | 


same mind to vote against it. 

Mr. PORTER said, he was not so well ac- 
quainted with the rules as the gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Ciay,] and had labored under 
a misapprehension; but, if he had not confined 
himself to the question before the Senate, he had 
many illustrious examples before him. 


Mr. LINN. 


since against an amendment offered to this bill 
by an honorable member from Mississippi, [Mr. 


Briack,] which had for its object the making of a | 


great road through the States of Alabama and 
Mississippi. ‘The policy, expediency, or power 


of Congress to make such an appropriation for | 
such an object was not, if l remember right, called | 


in question on that occasion. The question was, 


simply, will the Senate, by adopting this amend- | 


ment, and others that would probably have been 
proposed, consent so to load the bill as ultimately 
to insure its defeat?—for, if the amendment offered 


by the Senator from Mississippi had prevailed, || 


my duty to my constituents would have obliged 


me to propose another, having for its object an | 
appropriation to make the read through the State 
of Missouri to its western boundary. Other | 


mmebers doubtless would have felt themselves 
constrained to have pursued a similar course. It 


became apparent to every friend of this great na- 


tional work that this course would have insured 
its certain defeat. 


enjoy a portion of the benefits of this road, all 
he has todo is to vote acontinuance of this great 
highway through Missouri, Arkansas, and Lou- 
isiana, on to the Gulf of Mexico, in the course 


of which route it is or will be much wanted for | 


EL purposes on account of our proximity 
to the Mexicans, and the vast hordes of Indians 
thrown along our borders by the policy of the 
General Government. 

Mr. BENTON observed that the question was 
now ‘o concur in the amendments made as in 
Committee of the Whole. He did not concurin 


that the largest amount appropriated to this road || them. He had been laboring for years to get the 


| 'Preasury to be sp 
) 


He meant to record his vote in | 


The gentleman from Kentucky had said | 


My friend from Louisiana [Mr. | 
‘| Porter] complains of a vote given some days 


Now, if the gentleman from | 
Louisiana is anxious his constituents should || 











annual appropriation for this road increased, that 


its progress might be accelerated, so as to arrive 
at the lississippi within the time of those now 
living. Heretofore the money was not in the 
ared to a sufficient amount to 
accomplish the o jet in view; but now, that the 
‘Treasury was full, there was no carthly reason 
why this great and necessary work should be de- 
layed. ‘The people of Missouri were becoming 
_ impatient on the subject; and he and his colleague 
had for years been receiving petitions and memo- 
rials of citizens, and resolves of their Legisla- 
ture, earnestly asking for the completion of the 
road. They had been endeavoring to act on 
them, so as to carry these views into effect; and 
now that they thought themselves safe, and 
nearly at a successful termination of their labors, 
they found the appropriations reduced by some 
arrangement of which he knew nothing. If there 
had been no arrangement, he mistook the signs 
evinced, and would take back his words. 

The question was taken on concurring with the 
amendments offered by Mr. Cuay, and made in 
committee, and decided in the aflirmative—yeas 
| 29, nays 11; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Black, Brown, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, 
Crittenden, Davis, Ewing of Hlinois, Ewing of Ohio, Golds- 
borough, Hendricks, Hill, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, 
Kuight, Leigh, MeKean, Naudain, Niles, Porter, Prentiss, 

tobbins, Robinson, Swift, Tipton, Toolinson, Walker, 
Webster, aud White—29. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Buchanan, Cuthbert, Hubbard, 
Linn, Morris, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, Wail, and 
Whight—11. 


The question on concurring in the remaining 
amendments made in committee was taken, and 


|, carried in the affirmative. 


Mr. PORTER here submitted an amendment, 
in substance the same as the one withdrawn by 
Mr. Critrenben, viz: striking out the words in 
the bill expressing that the appropriation was 
made out of the two per cent. fund, reserved for 
making roads in the said States, 

Mr. P. said he would, at all events, try the 
sense of the Senate by this motion. It had been 
admitted on all hands, that this two per cent. fund 
| had long ago been exhausted, and there seemed 
| to imply an absurdity that the money was ap- 
propriated out of this fund. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, said that he had never 
admitted it. 

Mr. PORTER and Mr. KING made some re- 
marks in opposition to each other in relation to 
the exhaustion of the two per cent. fund. 

Mr. HENDRICKS contended that the two per 
cent. fund would go far beyond the amount ex- 
| pended on this road in the State of Indiana. And 
as the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Kixc] had 
said the road east of Wheeling was made more 
for Kentucky and ‘Tennessee than for Indiana, 
he could not see the object of this amendment, 
unless it was to make the biil less acceptable to 
some gentlemen on the grounds of the com- 

act. 

Mr. CLAY said, as there seemed to be some 
inaccuracy in the minds of the Senators on this 
subjeet, he would give a history of its origin and 
progress. He then went into a detailed estimate 
of the appropriations to the road, and the two 
per cent. fund, for the purpose of showing that 
| the fund was exhausted. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, said the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Cray] had fallen into the common 
error of jumbling all the States immediately inter- 
ested in this road together in making his applica- 
| tion of the two per cent. fund. Mr. E. advanced 


| 
| 





|| some reasons to show that there should be a dis- 
| tinction made, and that a separate calculation 


should be made in reference to each State, which 
would show a very different result from that to 
which the Senator from Kentucky had arrived. 

Mr. Porter’s amendment was then rejected 
by the following vote: ’ 


YEAS—Messrs. Black, Buchanan, Calhoun, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Crittenden, Davis, Goldsborough, Hill, Hubbard, King 


Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Swift, and Webster—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Cuthbert, Ewing of Illi- 
nois, Ewing of Ohio, Grundy, Hendricks, King of Alabama, 
Linn, Morris, Nicholas, Niles, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley 
Talimadge, Tipton, Tomlinson, Walker, Wall, White, an 
Wright—22. 


The question was then taken on ordering the 


bill to 


| 
| 
| 
| 
Georgia, Knight, Leigh, McKean, Naudain, Porter, 


engrossed for a third reading; and 
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decided in the affirmative—yeas 27, nays 16; as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messts. Benton, Buchanan, Clay. Clayton, Crit- 
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the petition, and the other to reject its prayer, it 
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Since the question had come into this Hall, it 


| would be the most disastrous blow thatthe South || had acquired a consequence it did not deserve. 


tenden, Cuthbert, Davis, Ewing of Illinois, Ewing of Ohio, I 


Goldsborough, Grundy, Hendricks, King of Alabama, 
Knight, Linn, McKean, Morris, Nicholas, Niles, Robbins, 
Robinson, Tallmadge, ‘Tipton, Tomlinson, Wall, Webster, 
and Wright—27. 


NAYS—Messrs. Black, Brown, Calhoun, Hill, Mubbard, | 
King of Georgia, Leigh, Nandain, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, | 


Ruggles, Shepley, Swiit, Walker, and White—16. 
PENNSYLVANIA QUAKER MEMORIAL. 


On motion by Mr. LEIGH, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the memorial of 
the Society of Friends to abolish slavery in the 
District of Columbia. The question being on 
Mr. Leireu’s amendment to the motion of Mr. 
BucHANaN to reject the prayer of the memorial, 
declaring that, in the opinion of the Senate, 
Congress has no power to abolish slavery in the 
District of Columbia; when 

Mr. LEIGH withdrew his amendment; and 

The question recurring on Mr. Bucuanan’s 
motion, 

Mr. McKEAN moved to amend the motion by 
striking out the words, ‘ that the ip, of the 
petition be rejected,’’ and inserting the words, 
“that it is inexpedient to legislate on the subject 
of slavery in the District of Columbia.’’ 


This motion was rejected by the following vote: 


YEAS—Messrs. Hendricks and McKean—2. 
NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Brown, Buchanan, Clay, 


Crittenden, Cuthbert, Davis, Ewing of Ilinois, Ewing ot | 


Ohio, Goldsborough, Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, King of Ala- 
bama,King of Georgia, Knight, Leigh,Linn, Nicholas, Niles, 
Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Shep- 


ley, Swift, Tallmadge, Tipton, Tomlinson, Walker, Wall, 


Webster, White, and Wright—37. 


Mr. McKEAN subunitted another amendment, 
so as to make Mr. Bucuanan’s motion read as 
follows: 

Resolved, That it is inexpedient to legislate on the subject 
of slavery in the District of Coluinbia, and that the prayer 
of the petition be rejected. 

This amendment was also rejected by yeas and 
nays, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ewing of Ohio, Hendricks, and Mc- 
Kean—3. 


NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Brown, Buchanan, Clay, || 


Crittenden, Cuthbert, Davis, Ewing of Illinois, Goldsbor- 
ough, Grundy, Hill, lubbard, King of Alabama, King of 
Georgia, Knight, Leigh, Linn, Nicholas, Niles, Porter, Pren- 
tiss, Preston, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Swit, 


‘Tallmadge, Tipton, Tomlinson, Walker, Wall, Webster, | 


White, and Wright—35, 

Mr. McK. could not say that he was in the 
least disappointed at the result of the vote just 
taken. 
his vote on the motion of his colleague should not 
be so construed as to place him in the attitude of 
seeming to be opposed to slavery in the abstract, 
or as manifesting an opinion that Congress had 
no constitutional power to legislate upon the 
subject in this District. He had not assigned the 
reasons for his amendment in detail, because it 
might produce excitement. After all he had 
heard, he was of the same opinion he had been at 
first, that it was inexpedient at this time to legis- 
late on the subject. He had satisfied his wishes 


for the present by having his vote recorded on | 


the Journals. He was now prepared to vote for 
the motion made by his colleague. 

Mr, CALHOUN rose, to give the reasons 
which induced him to avoid voting on the last 
two questions. The Senate, in deciding that this 
petition should be received, established the prin- 
ciple that they were bound to receive petitions 
on the subject, no matter what their language 
might be, on all occasions. This was a prin- 
ciple to which he could not give his consent. It 
gave a fatal stab at our liberties, and neutralized 
the effect of all the balm that had been attempted 
to be poured on the wounded feelings of the 
South. What they had done on that oceasion 
was pregnant with disastrous consequences; and 
he foresaw that they of the South were fated to 
come there for years, and have their feelings out- 
raged by the abusive a heaped on them by 
these petitions; to be humbled and debased b 
their constant repetition, until they almost felt 
themselves to be what they were called. Feeling 
as he did, he would not by any act of his, give 
the slightest countenance to the assumption that 
that body could entertain jurisdiction over the 
a of slavery in the District of Columbia. 
Taking the two votes together, the one to receive 


He had offered his amendments, so that | 


| measure, nor wguld he do it, while the agitation || 


} 


could receive. The one demolished the out-works 


of its defenses, and the other is to lull the South | 
into a false security. He did not believe that, so | 


far'as the North was concerned, these votes would 
have the slightest effect in putting a stop to the 
abolition petitions. They had, by this vote, given 
a dangerous blow to the South, which in after 
times would be quoted as a precedent. It had 
had the effect of dividing the South. We of the 


South are unanimous in the opinion that Con- | 


gress has no jurisdiction over the subject; but a 
majority of the Senate believed that Congress 
possessed that power, and the vote just taken 
sustained them. The question, then, for the Abo- 


| He saw nothing in the petition that called for the 


excitement he had witnessed. Here was a few 
humble citizens asking to abolish slavery—and 


| where? He would have supposed from the argu- 


ments that it was a proposition to abolish slavery 
throughout the United States. The vote taken 
showed the sense of the Senate, and the petition 
was now in the custody of the Senate. They 
had cahatiatiaitey desidin’ teak it contained matter 
proper for their consideration. The gentleman 


‘from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Bucwawan,] on pre- 


senting the petition, had given notice of what his 
intention was; which was, after its being re- 
ceived, to deny the expediency of all the meas- 


litionists would only be as tonumbers. All they 
had to do was to get sufficient numbers to control 
the electors, and place abolition members there, 
to carry out their designs. They saw the advan- 
tage of their position, and would be sure to main- 
tain it; and they would endeavor to turn out these , 
members here who would not go for abolition, 
| and get others in their places that would. Any 
| one who understood human nature, could not be 
deceived as to the effect this vote would have in 
promoting their plans, They saw their way; the 
doors of the Hall were thrown open to them; and 
they knew that a majority of that body was of 
| the opinion that Congress possessed the power to 
abolish slavery in the District of Columbia. Will 
I vote (said he) against the motion of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania to reject the prayer of the pe- 
tition? It is unnecessary for me to say, no. He 
would not put himself in a false position, and 
| therefore he was reduced to the painful alterna- 
tive of ‘refusing to vote at all. 

Mr. KNIGHT said that the vote he should 
give on this question might be different from that 
| of many of his friends, and probably variant from 
the expectations of some of his constituents. He 
would, therefore, state one reason, and one only, 


ures in it. He had looked with anxiety to the 
subject to accord to him his opinion; but although 
he had always thought the agitation of this ques- 
tion was calculated to disturb the peace and har- 
mony of the country, yet he had not been able 
to reach the conclusion he (Mr. B.) had. He 
(Mr. D.) thought this petition ought to pass 
_ through the usual business channel to accomplish 
_ the object the gentleman from Pennsylvania had 
| in view. With the present information before 
| the people, a vast majority would entertain oppo- 
| site opinions to the gentleman from South Caro- 
‘| lina, i Mr. we as to the constitutional 
| power of Congress. He (Mr. D.) had seen peti- 
| tions on this subject presented from time to time, 
| and never before heard the constitutional power 
| brought in question. Although (said Mr. D.) 
| we do not by this vote say that we have a con- 
| stitutional power, yet it is generally understood 
as making a distinction between the District of 
| Columbia and the slaveholding States. He had 
| heard it repeated on this floor, that we would 
treat this matter with the contempt it deserves. 
_ He did not suppose this epithet was used in its 
‘| literal sense, but as a deliberate opinion. Why 
| have organized committees, as the regular chan- 
that governed him in the vote he should give. || nels through which business was prepared for 
| The petitioners prayed for two things; one the || the action of the Senate? Why have rules that 
' abolition of slavery, and the other a suppression || require bills to be read the first time on one day, 
of the slave trade in the District of Columbia. || and the second time on the next day, &c.? The 
| Now, believing as he did, that there was a slave || answer was obvious: because this body was what 
trade carried on in this District which he believed || itpurported to be, adeliberative body, and was not 


examined and brought to light, would not be 


|| justified by any Senator on that floor, he could | 


He would have 


not vote to reject the petition. 


1ave this slave trade inquired into, with a report 


of the facts to the Senate; but as no Senator had | 
moved the reference, he would not at that stage | 
of the business make the motion. He would con- | 


improper, unjust, and inhuman, and which, if | 


eae the reference to a committee, and to | 


designed to act precipitately and in haste, or with 
excited feelings. To give power and efficiency 
to this matter they ought to send it to a commit- 
tee, and let the report of that committee go out 
under the sanction of the Senate. He had voted 
towards this object; and, being willing to let the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania have a direct vote 
on a proposition he seemed to have so much at 
heart, he had refrained from offering the amend- 


tent himself with voting against the motion to re- || ment he had intended to offer, embracing his 

ject the prayer of the petition. || (Mr. D.’s) views. The course pursued by the 
Mr. PRESTON felt bound in his judgment to || Senate was a voluntary one. No one had advo- 

adopt that species of action which was the next || cated the prayer of the petition, and did they want 

strongest to the motion made by his colleague. || a stronger expression of public sentiment than 

He had had the misfortune to differ from many || was evinced by that fact? 

gentlemen from the South as to the propercourse || The motion of the gentleman from Pennsylva- 


to be taken. Buta majority had decided to re- || nia was seeking to obtain that which made it no 
ceive the petition. He had thought the matter 


stronger. Every one must vote according to the 

over, whether he should retain his seat in this || dictates of his own judgment. He believed, with 
body if it had claimed jurisdiction in this matter? || the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Cray,] that 
As long as he did retain his seat he felt it his || there was no disposition to any extent, any- 
duty to oppose these petitions. He would take | where, to interfere with this question, nor did 
his seat, and vote on all questions relating to this || he believe in the existence of any settled object 
| matter as usual. || to get hold of this ten miles square as a footing 
Mr. BENTON observed that, as the Senator || to operate against the slaveholding States. He 
from Rhode Island [Mr. Kntcut] had mentioned || thought they had better send the petition to a 
| the slave trade in the District of Columbia, he || committee. He feared the vote about to be taken 
| wished to show him one of the effects of the in- } would not have the happy influence anticipated. 
_terference with the subject of slavery by those || Mr. WALKER did not rise to renew the dis- 
‘who had no right to meddle with it. He had had || cussion, but for the sole purpose of stating the 
/upon his memorandum book for several years a || reasons which should induce him to remain in his 
_memorandum for bringing in a bill to prohibit the || seat, and record his vote upon the motion now 
| traffic in slaves in this District, and he had not || before us, to reject the prayer of this petition. It 
/ moved it because of the agitation on the subject || was true that he had voted with the Senator from 
of abolition kept up by these petitions to Con- || South Carolina [Mr. Canon] upon the previous 
gress. He had not yct brought forward this || motion for the rejection of the petition. After 
much deliberation and painful solicitude, he had 
arrived at the conclusion that the Senate might 
| reject the petition, without any violation of the 
Constitution. He had not only voted for the 
' motion to reject the petition, but had advocated 
its rejection in his remarks upon this floor; and 
his opinion upon this question was unclhfanged. 
+ The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Catnoun } 








| was kept up. 

Mr. DAVIS had been a patient and somewhat 
attentive listener to this debate. It was not his 
intention to engage in it. As the question to re- 
ceive this petition was decided, he would say a 
| few words in explanation of the vote he was about 
| to give. 
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now proposes to withdraw from his seat when | 


the vote is taken upon the question now before 
the Senate, because he believes, that by receiving 
the petition, the Senate has taken jurisdiction of 
the question of slavery, and inflicted a vital stab 
upon the interests of the South. Did 1 concur 
with the honorable Senator from South Carolina 
in this opinion, | would pursue a very different 
course. Should the American Senate succeed in 
assuniing jurisdiction over the question of slavery, 
I would remain no longer in my seat upon this 
floor, amid the broken columns of the Constitu- 
tion, but return to my constituents to act with 
them, and for them, as the emergency might de- 
mand. But the Senate has taken no jurisdiction 
over the question of slavery. The question upon 
which alone the Senate has decided is the ques- 
tion of the right of petition. When the Senator 
from South Carolina calmly deliberates upon the 
vote by which this petition was received, can he 
for a moment believe that it was a vote upon the 
question of slavery? Upon the only quesuon de- 
cided by the Senate, (in opposition tomy vote,) 
the South was equally divided; very many Sen- 
ators voting for the reception of the petition who 
had avowed their conviction that Congress had 
no constitutional power over this subject, and 
who were as much opposed to the assumption of 
any jurisdiction by the Senate over this question, 
as the Senator from South Carolina himself. ‘The 
South was not only equally divided in the vote 
given upon the reception of the petition, but the 
vote was neither a sectional nor a party vote, 
The Senate has decided only the constitutional 
question of the right of petition; and now we are, 
for the first time, called"upon to give the first vote 
upon the main question of the abolition of slavery 
in this District. Upon this question the Senate 
have given no vote; they have made no decision; 
for as well might it be contended, that the Senate, 
by receiving, unanimously, a petition to incor- 
porate a bank of the United States, had asserted 
their constitutional power to establish such an in- 
stitution. ‘The question now presented for our 


= 


determination is, shall we grant the prayer of | 


these petitioners for the abolition of slavery in 
this District? And shall I join the Senator from 
South Carolina in leaving my seat, and refusing 
to vote upon this vital question? Shall I remain 
asilent spectator in the lobby, when this moment- 
ous question is decided, and return here after the 
vote is taken, when the battle for the South is lost 
or won? Should I retreat from that conflict, my 


constituents might charge me with recreancy to | 


their interests; and, what is worse, my conscience 
would accuse me of a gross dereliction of duty. 
We are now about to vote upon the question of 
the abolition of slavery in this District. None 
but Omniscience can throw its forecasting vision 
into futurity and predict, with absolute certainty, 
how this question will be decided here. Suppose 
itis decided against us, and that this decision is 
obtained by the want of my opposing vote? What 
answer could I give tomy constituents for desert- 
ing my — at such a period, and thus yielding 
to our adversaries this victory over the Constitu- 
tion and the Union? Sir,I could give no answer 
to such a question. I shall therefore remain in 
my seat, and record my vote for the rejection of 
the prayer of these petitioners. 

The final question was then taken on Mr. 

JUCHANAN’S motion to reject the prayer of the 
memorial; and it was decided in the aflirmative— 
yeas 34, nays 6; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Benton, Black, Brown, Buchanan, Clay, 
Crittenden, Cuthbert, Ewing of Llinois, Ewing of Ohio, 
Goldsborough, Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, King of Alabama, 
King of Georgia, Leigh, Linn, McKean, Morris, Nicholas, 
Niles, Porter, Preston, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Shep- 
ley, Tallmadge, ‘Tipton, Tomlinson, Walker, Wail, White, 
and Wright—34. 

NAYS—Messrs. Davis, Hendricks, Knight, Prentiss, 
Swift, and Webster—6. 

Mr. WEBSTER aaid, he had several petitions 
on the subject of abolishing slavery in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, which he had delayed present- 
ing until the decision of this question. He said, 
he should take an early opportunity of laying 


S 
them before the Senate, and he would, probably, 


at the same time, express the views he entertained | 


in relation to the subject. : 
After the consideration of cxecutive business, 
The Senate adjourned. ‘ 


| j 


HOUSE OF REPRE 
Fripay, March 11, 1836. 

Mr. HAWES, by consent, laid before the | 
House certain joint resolutions of the Legislature 
of Keitucky, in behalf of the officers and soldiers 
who served for a less period than five years dur- 
ing the late war; and in favor of a distribution, | 


fora limited time, of the net proceeds of the public || 


lands among the several States. 
The resolutions were, on motion by Mr EL., 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


The SPEAKER remarked, that the first busi- | 


ness in order was the report of the Committee of 
Elections upon the contested clection from North 
Carolina. At the adjournment of the House on 
yesterday, a gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
Jenirer| had moved to suspend the rule for the 
purpose of enabling him to submit a resolution; 
and the question would be on the suspension of 
the rule for the purpose stated. 


Mr. JENIFER called for the reading of the res- | 


olution; and the same was read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee ou the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making an alteration in the transportation of the mail bet- 
tween Prince Frederick and St. Leonard’s, Calvert county, 
Maryland. 

Mr. TURRILL asked for the yeas and nays 
on the motion to suspend the rules; which were 
ordered, and areaee 68, nays 115. 

So the motion of M 


MANUFACTURE OF COTTON. 
Mr. ADAMS, instructed by the Committee on 


Manufactures, asked the consent of the House to | 


submit the following resolution: 

Resolved, That twenty-five thousand copies of the letter 
ofthe Secretary of the ‘Treasury relating to the cultivation 
and manufacture of cotton, wiih the tabular statements an- 
nexed thereto, be printed under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, for the use of the House. 

Objection being nade, Mr. A. moved to sus- 
pend the rule to enable him to offer his resolution ; 
which was agreed to—ayes 104, noes 36. 


The resolution was then received,and the Chair 
stated that, under the rule, it would lie over one || 


day. 
Mr. ADAMS adverted to the importance of the | 


report, it being on a subject interesting to every 
vortion of the country. As the papers were now 
in the hands of the printer, and if an additional 
number should be ordered, it should be done at 
once, he moved to consider the resolution at that 
time; which was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS moved to strike out twenty- 
five thousand and insert ten thousand copies; 
which was negatived. 

Mr. HOWELL called for the reading of the re- 
port of the Secretary of the Treasury and the ac- 

| companying documents; but the House negatived 
the call. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, moved 
to amend the resolution by striking out twenty- 
five thousand and inserting fifteen thousand copies ; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. DUNLAP moved further to amend the res- 


olution by proposing to print ten thousand copies || 
of the report of the select committee of the last || 
session, on the subject of the West Point Acad- | 


emy. 
‘The CHAIR decided this motion out of order. 
The resolution of Mr. Apams was then agreed 
to as amended. 
KENTUCKY DEAF AND DUMB ASYLUM. 
Mr. HARLAN asked the indulgence of the 
House to aoe him to submit a resolution of 
inquiry. Some years since, (said Mr. H.,) Con- 


gress granted to the Kentucky asylum for teach-, 
= | 


ing the deaf and dumb, a township of land, to be 
located under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Sener in either of the territories on lands to 


which the Indian title had been extinguished. | 


The locations had been made in the Territory of 
Florida. The time allowed by the act for making 
sale of the lands thus granted and located, was 
about expiring, but from causes fot necessary to 
be then mentioned, (but which, he doubted not, 
when known would be entirely satisfactory,) 
more than one fourth of the grant remained un- 
sold. It was the desire of the trustees of that in- 
stitution that further time be allowed for the sale 
| of the remainder of the grant. 
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r. JENIFER was negatived. || 
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Objections being made to the introduction of 
the resolution, the rules of the House, on the mo- 
tion of Mr. H., were suspended, and he submitted 
the following resolution: 
| Resolved, That the Committee onthe Judiciary inquire 
| into the expediency of granting to the incorporated Kej- 
tucky asylum for teaching the deaf and dumb, further time 
to make sale of the lands granted to said institution by Con- 
gress. 

Objection being made, Mr. H. moved a sus- 
pension of the rule; which was carried, and the 
resolution was submitted, 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida, objected to the adop- 
tion of the resolution; when it was agreed to. 

Mr. KINNARD (by consent) presented the 
claims of Thomas Tyner, Harr Soa kn 
| Walker, Morris Pierson, and Nathanicl Teal, 

for compensation for work performed on the Cuin- 
| berland road; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. JARVIS rose to submit a motion. He 
| was opposed to making fish of one and flesh of 
another. He voted against suspending the rules 
'| in order to enable the gentleman from Maryland 
| [Mr. Jenirer] to submit his resolution. Since 
| that vote, however, the House had indulged sev- 
eral gentlemen in similar motions: He moved, 
therefore, to reconsider the vote whereby the 
House had refused to suspend the rules on the 
motion of Mr. Jenirer. 

The motion was received and laid over. 


|| NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION, 


The House then resumed the consideration of 
the motion made by Mr. Spaneier, to reconsider 
the vote rejecting the proposition to allow Mr. 
Newland leave to appear by counsel in the pros- 
ecution of his claim to the seat in the House at 

| present occupied by Mr. Graham. 

Mr. BOULDIN said it had not been, nor was 
it then, his design to detain the House more than 
a very few minutes, and he would not have 
spoken at all had it not been to reply to some re- 
marks which fell from the gentleman from Pennsy]l- 
vania [Mr. parkenel yesterday, which were that 
| every gentleman who had voted for counsel on that 
occasion gave a vote to disparage the petitioner. 
| Mr. B. had before voted for counsel, and would 
| again vote for it, but he protested against the idea 
that that vote was a disparagement of the peti- 
tioner. He did not consider it a disparagement 
of any gentleman to want counsel. He might 
need counsel himself in some cases—he might 
need it in relation to the laws of North Carolina, 
because he had never been under the necessity of 
examining those laws, and was unprepared to 
make a decision in relation to them. They had 
a vast deal of business on hand, besides the con- 
tested election, which called for their investiga- 
tion. That being the case, he thought no gentle- 
_man should be unwilling to hear the arguments 
of any counsel that might be introduced. A gen- 
| tleman might not be able toargue a legal question, 
and still he might do ample justice to his constit- 
/uents. He did not understand that Mr. Jefferson 
was a great debater, yet he did not think any gen- 
tleman would say that he was not able to repre- 
sent his constituents. Again, Lord Coke says, 
that a man is not so wise in his own matters as 
| in those of other persons. It had been said that 
they were the counsel for the petitioner, as well 
as the judges. He would ask gentlemen if they 
would go into a court of justice and trust to the 
|| judges to be their counsel altogether? Did judges 
posers themselves for every case which came 

vefore them? He thought not; he thought there 
| was no better way of proceeding in such cases, 

| than by hearing the arguments on both sides; 
they would then be able to decide between them, 
1 and decide correctly. He thought that much the 
|| best and safest me because when gentlemen 
| became entangled in an argument, they seldom 
1 ever gave it up, whether it was right or wrong. 
|| They were then better capable, in his opinion, to 
|| judge of the case after hearing each of the parties 

setting forth their own pretensions in the best 
| possible light. He did not consider it a dispar- 
‘| agement to say that they had not time to make 
|| an inquiry into the matter. It was, to be sure, 
| their duty to examine every question which came 
|| before them; but there were other questions 


} 


which claimed their attention of more importance 
to the people generally, than the one*pending. 
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He did not know whether the petitioning gentle- | 


man did or did not want counsel, but if he did, | 
Mr. B. would rather hear a gentleman argue the 
cause who had made it his particular business to 
study the laws of North Carolina, than any one | 
else. He did not wish to disparage any one, and 
he considered it no disparagement to say, thatthe 
petitioner was not able to argue his cause on the 
floor. If the sitting member was to ask for coun- 
sel, he would grantit to him. But if the House 
would not allow the petitioner counsel, he would 
say this much, that he would appropriate as much | 
of his time as he conveniently could to the con- 
sideration of his case. These contested elections 
were supposed to be as much political questions, 
as any others which came before the House, and 
in which party feelings were as likely to become 
enlisted as in any others. In such cases, when | 
counsel was admitted, and they heard the argu- 
ment on both sides, those who sat still and lis- 
tened to the arguments, were much more capable 
of judging correctly, than those who might parti- 
cipate in the debate. He had no doubt but that 
by hearing the argument of men who had made 
the laws of North Carolina their particular study, 
gentlemen could come to a satisfactory conclusion, 
which could scarcely be arrived at in any other 
way. He was acquainted with the sitting mem- 
ber, but the petitioner was a stranger to him; 
although, if they look to party, the aiagenmec to 
longed to the party with which he generally 
voted. Between those two gentlemen he was 
prepared to judge impartially, and he should like 
to hear the argument of some one whose business 
it was to set the matterina proper light; he would 
then be able to judge. 

Mr. HUNTSMAN said, if he understood the 
question aright, it was simply whether the House, 
would reconsider the vote whereby counsel had 
been rejected. That question had taken up the 
time of the House day after day, when it might 
have been encompassed ina nut-shell. He there- 
fore moved the previous question. 

Mr. PARKER inquired of the Chair what the 
main question would be ? 

The CHAIR stated the case substantially as 
follows: A memberfrom New York, by the unan- | 
imous consent of the House, submitted a motion 
that the petitioner be heard at the bar of the 
House. 
upon this amendmenta vote was taken, and it was | 
rejected. The question now pending was a mo- 
tion to reconsider the vote by which the amend- | 
ment was rejected. The Chair was therefore of 
opinion that the previous question, if sustained, 
would cut off the amendment and the motion to 
reconsider, and bring the House to a direct vote 
upon the original proposition. 

Mr. HUN'TSMAN then withdrew his demand 
for the previous question, and expressed a hope 
that the question would be taken without further 
discussion. 

Mr. BYNUM addressed the House at some | 


| 


length in reply to other gentlemen, and in support || 


of the motion which he had submitted to allow 
Mr. Newland to appear by counsel. [His re- 
marks will be given hereafter. ] 

Mr. HARD remarked that he would not have 
added one word to this debate if, in some meas- 
ure, he did not feel himself responsible for the 
introduction of this discussion, and the interrup- 
tion of the other branch of the subject, which 
ought, in justice to both parties, and in justice to 
the House, to have been decided some days ago. | 
When he rose to make the motion he did, though | 
he had intended to address the House in the first | 
instance, he felt bound not to do so, froma pledge | 
he had given to the petitioner and his friends. | 
When the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. | 
Bynum] addressed the House a few days ago, Mr. 
H. was so situated that he did not hear the gen- 
tleman’s remarks, but on reading them, as he 
found them published in the journals of the next 
day, [the Globe,} he found that the gentleman 
had charged him and the minority of the commit- | 
tee withunkind and improper motives in bringing 
forward this motion. If he (Mr. H.) recollected 
the amount of the gentleman’s remarks on that 


tion or motion for the purpose of forestalling the | 
opinion of the House upon the question of au- 


THE 


there by counsel. Now, in regard to that, he | 
would say, that such a remark was unkind, un- | 
arliamentary,and without foundation. He knew 
it did not become any gentleman to contend in 
personal conflicts on that floor, and he would 
therefore only say that his intentions were dic- 
tated, or, rather, the motion was dictated and | 
made by him, at the instance of the personal and 


| political friends of the petitioner himself. 


The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Bynum] had displayed a great deal of research 
into the precedents and practices of that House 
and the Senate, and also of the British Parliament. 
To this he bezged to make but one remark; the 
cases adduced were not parallel cases. If the 


| gentleman would examine the history of the par- 


| their report was final and conclustve. 


liamentary proceedings of the British House of 
Commons, in cases of contested elections, he 
would find that the whole matter, and every point 
connected with and involved in it, were not only 
referred to their committee of elections, but that 
More than 


| this, it was their practice to take testimony vira 


| the individual in whose favor they reported inva- 


tee on Roads and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 


| affirmative. 


voce; and thence it became a matter of justice to 
allow counsel to both sides. The report of the 
committee of the British House of Commons, as 
he just remarked, was final and conclusive, and 


riably took his seat instanter. Now, the proceed- 
ings in our House of Representatives were very 
ditterent from this. In the early history of pro- 
ceedings in such cases here, they were disposed, 
as was natural, toadopt the proceedings of the 
British House of Commons. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY here called for the orders 
of the day; and ‘ 

Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD moved that the rules 
be suspended for this day, for the purpose of | 
proceeding with the case of the contested election 
from North Carolina; but the motion was not 
agreed to, the vote being taken twice, as announced 
| by the Speaker—ayes 10], noes 51; and taken by 


|| tellers—ayes 104; noes 53—not two-thirds in the 


| 
The House then proceeded to | 
THE ORDERS OF THE DAY. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 


‘| munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
An amendment was offered thereto, and |, 


transmitting, in answer to a resolution of the 
House, a statement of the disbursements made in 
the erection of the bridge across the Potomac at 
Washington; which was referred to the Commit- | 
SENATE BILLS. 

The following bills and joint resolution from 
the Senate were read twice and committed : 

A bill for the relief of the executors of James 


O’Hara, late of Pittsburg, deceased; 


A joint resolution providing for the settlement 
of the claim of John 8. Stiles, under a contract for 


navy bread; 


| Territory of Florida; 


A bill making appropriations for deepening the 
bar, and for the construction of a dry-dock at 
Pensacola; 

A bill to authorize the selection of certain lands 


' in lieu of those granted to the State of Ohio, and 


sold at public sale by the United States; 
A bill for the completion of certain roads in the 


A bill making an appropriation for the com- | 


| pletion of the title of the United States to the site | 


foralight-house on Roanoke inlet, North Carolina; 

A bill, in addition to the act of the 24th of May, 
1828, entitled an act to authorize the licensing of 
vessels to be employed in the mackerel fisheries; 
and 





A bill for the relief of Fohn La Tourette. 


| 
BILL PASSED. | 
The bill for the relief of Alvarez Fisk and the 


; 


| legal representatives of Thomas P. Eskridge, was 


read the third time and passed. 
NATHANIEL P. TATUM. 
The House proceeded to consider the motion | 


heretofore made by Mr. Unperwoop, to recon- | 


| sider the vote whereby the bill for the relief of | 
point, it was that he had introduced this resolu- || 


Nathaniel P. Tatum was 
After a few remarks 


assed. 


y Messrs. UNDER- | 
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BENEDICT ALFORD. 


The joint resolution for the relief of Benedict 
Alford, was next taken up. The question pend- 


|ing was a motion to amend, by adding a pro- 
vision for the benefit of Robert Brush. 


Mr. WARDWELL moved to commit 
resolution to a Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BROWN suggested the propriety of re- 
ferring the resolution to the Committee on Revo- 


the 


lutionary Pensions. 


After some remarks by Messrs. LAY, UN- 
DERWOOD, MASON of Virginia, and WHIT- 
TLESEY, the latter moved torefer the resolution 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Mr. WARDWELL then withdrew his motion. 

Some further discussion ensued, in which 
Messrs. JANES, LAY, VINTON, ADAMS, 

SOND, GARLAND of Virginia, STORER, 
GRENNELL, GLASCOCK, BEARDSLEY, 
HOLSEY, and HOAR took a part, when, with- 
out taking the question, 

On motion by Mr. HANNEGAN, the House 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpvay, Varch 12, 1836. 


‘| Messrs. TURNER and JOHNSON, of Lou- 


_isiana, presented certain papers and resolutions; 

| which were referred to appropriate committees. 

| Mr. TURNER asked and obtained the unani- 

| mous consent of the House to submit some ad- 
ditional testimony in the application of Benjamin 

/MeCulloh, a soldier in the late war, asking to be 
placed on the pension list; which was submitted. 


NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
motion made by Mr. Spanever to reconsider the 
| vote rejecting the proposition to allow Mr. New- 
| land leave toappear by counsel in the prosecution 
| of his claim to the seat in the House at present 
occupied by Mr. Graham. 
| Mr. HARD remarked that he would not have 
added one word to protract this debate, if he did 
| not deem himself measurably responsible for its 
| introduction, and the interruption thereby of the 
| action of this House upon the question of further 
| time; a question which, in justice to both the 
| parties interested, ought to have been decided 
| some days ago. At the time he made the motion, 
he had risen to address the House on the ques- 
| tion of postponement, and to urge the propriety 
| of granting further time to the sitting mouabor to 
collect his defensive evidence. But as he had 
intimated to the petitioner that he would move 
his admission on the floor of this House before 
| any further discussion should be had in relation 
to his petition, he had, therefore, submitted his 
motion at that particular time; he had done so, 
too, witha reasonable expectation that the motion 
| would have been received by the unanimous vote 
| of the House. 

When the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Bynum] addressed the House on this question a 
few days since, he (Mr. H.) was so situated that 
ihe did not listinectly hear his remarks, but on 
reading them as he found them published in the 
Globe on the next morning, he perceived that 
that gentleman had charged him with improper 
motives in bringing forward this motion. 

If Mr. H. recollected the substance of those 
remarks, they charged him with having intro- 
duced it with a view to forestall the opinion ef 
this House on the question of admitting counsel, 
and with the intention of defeating the resolution 
reported by the majority of the Committee of 
Elections. In answer to such a charge, he would 
| barely remark, that come from what source it 
| might, it was unkind, unparliamentary, and with- 
j 


out a shadow of foundation. He was aware it 
| did not become any gentleman to indulge in per- 
sonal contes‘s on this floor; he would therefore 
only add, so far as he had been concerned, he had 
entertained the kindest personal feelings towards 
| the petitioner, and in this matter had acted in 

accordance with his expressed desire, and at the 
advice and request of his warmest and more dis- 
| ereet political friends. What, (said Mr. H.) was 
| the origin of the motion which had given rise to 


! | WOOD, WHITTLESEY, and MANN of New || so much debate? How did it acquire its present 
thorizing or permitting the petitioner to appear || York, the motion to reconsider was negatived. | 


| form? When he submitted it, if he rightly rec- 
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ollected its form, it simply asked that the petition- 
er be admitted toa seat upon this floor during the 
discussion of the question of further time; at all 
events, this was the character he intended to have 
given it, It was the amendment proposed by his 
colleague, [Mr. Mann,] whose political ortho- 
doxy none will question, that had thrown the ori- 
ginal motion into its present shape, by modify- 
ing it in such a manner as to permit the petu- 
tioner to be heard in his own defense on the final 
question. He would ask gentlemen, then, who 
was the author of that portion of the proposition 
which supersedes the resolution reported by the 
ventliomen composing the majority of the com- 
mittee? Was he the political enemy or friend of 
the petitioner? Why has the gentleman from 
North Carolina had so much to say about asking 
nothing from his (the petitioner’s) enemies? Mr. 
Hl. thought he could see, in this course, a desire 
to give this question a political turn, with a view 
to prejudice the rights of the sitting member. He 
| Mr. Byxum.] had charged all those who had ex- 
pressed an opinion against the expe diency of ad- 
mittine counsel on this floor, of entertaining feel- 








ings unfriendly to the petitioner; and in answering 
the remarks of the gentlemen from Massachusetts 
{Mr. Reep, and his colleague, Mr. Grinnewe, | 
lie protested against submitting the case to such 
hands, as the petitioner had nething to expect 
from such a quarter, If he (Mr. H.) had kept 
the run of the debate, as many of the political 
Jiu nds as the enemies had opposed the amend- 
ment. Lle hoped the House would never consent 
to treat this asa party question; as nothing could 
be more destructive to the rights of the parties 
coneerned and the freedom and safety of the 
elective franchise than to turn our legislation on 
such subjects into mere partisan squabbles. If 
he were to follow the dictates of his own private 
feelings and inclination, without consulting the 
permaneney of long-established parliamentary 
usage, he should most cheerfully accord his as- 
sent to the proposed amendment. This he would 
do, however, as a matter of grace—not of any 
right which the petitioner might claim. But he 


considered the amendment,if it should be adopted, | 


as doing something more than extending an In- 
dividual courtesy. It would be setting a prece- 
dent, prospective in its tendency, and as durable 
as your records, and as permanentas that instru- 
ment which holds this body in existence. He 
was unwilling to lend his vote out of mere cour- 
tesy to any individual, to introduce an innovation 
so mischievous In its te ndeney. 

‘The application to be heard by counsel at the 
har of this -Llouse must, as Mr. H. conceived, 
be cither addressed to its courtesy, or founded 
upon some legal or constitutional right. If they 
were to eredit the concurring tesumony of a num- 
ber of the friends and colleagues of the petitioner, 
he did not desire counsel on the main question, 
jt could not therefore be addressed to the cour- 
tesy of the Tlouse, as it certainly would not 
extend its courtesy to a case where it Was not 
desived, Butit had been said that the claim was 
a matter of impreseriptable right, sanetioned by 
precedent and universal practice. This he denied, 
as what had been the former practice of this body 
was, by the showing of the Journals, long since 
discontinued. 

The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Bynum] has discovered great research into the 
practites and precedents of not only this House 
and the Senate, but of those of the Commons of 
Great Britain, and from thence had adduced eases 
to which he had referred us as authority, bind- 
ing upon this Hlouse; but he begged to remind 
the gentleman, if he would but examine those 
cases carefully, and inquire into the history of 
the parliamentary proceedings of both Govern- 
ments In cases of contested elections, and mark 
the change that had been introduced into this 
House since the year 1804, he must be satisfied 
he had net furnished us with a solitary parallel 
case. In the House of Commons the petition of 
the claimant is referred in the first instance to a 
select committee, who are authorized to summon 
before them witnesses to testify, viva voce, of the 
matters relating tu the petition. This committee 
are empowered to hear and determine the whole 
case, and their decision is conclusive upon both 


parues as to the right to the seat; before this com- 
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mittee counsel is always admitted, to draw out 
and sift the evidence. Similar to this had been 
the early practice of this House; and in the first 
case referred to by the gentleman—the case of the 


, New Jersey member, in 1797—the petition of a 
number of citizens of that State, complaining of | 
the illegality of the election, was referred to the 


standing committee, without any evidence ac- 
companying it. ‘That committee finding that the 


extent of territory embraced in the United States | 


would, in some instances, render it impossible to 
obtain viva voce testimony before a committee, in 
order to establish some convenient rule by which 
in future the Flouse might be directed in collect- 
ing this kind of evidence, asked leave of the 
Jlouse, by resolution, to send out a commission 
to the State of New Jersey to take depositions to 
be read before the House. This course, although 
warmly resisted in the House by some members, 
was finally adopted; and from that time until 
1304, the practice had uniformly been to take the 
depositions of witnesses at their residence, and 
to commit those depositions to a Committee of 
the Whele House for their consideration. This 
was a partial change in the mode of conducting 
contested elections, though not such a one as 
wholly dispensed with the necessity or propriety 
of permitting the parties to appear by counsel at 
the bar of the House; and hence it was, that 


prior to 1804, the gentleman had found three cases | 


where counsel had been applied for and granted, 
though there were but two cases where counsel 
actually appeared. But (said Mr. H.) it was 
worthy of remark, that in the first case cited— 
the New Jersey case--the jurisdiction of Congress 
was questioned to send out a commission to in- 
quire into the proceedings of the State election, 
and the parties asked that counsel might be heard 
on that point, and Mr. Madison very properly 
remarked, that where its jurisdiction was ques- 
tioned, it would be indelicate for the House to 
deny counsel. Counsel, however, did not ap- 
pear even in this case. But since the year 1804, 
(Mr.H. said,) another material change has been 
introduced into this branch of parliamentary prac- 
tice. From that time to this, it had been the 
practice for the parties, on regular notices served, 
to take all their evidence before the case was pre- 
sented to the House,in which case all the papers, 
evidence, and other documents, were, by the rules 
of this House, referred to the standing Committee 
of Elections, whose duty it was to admit the 
parties to a hearing, either by themselves or by 
counsel, and to hear, examine, and sift the evi- 
dence, and report their proceedings to the House, 
accompanied by the arguments, brief, and points 
presented by the parties. Here it would be per- 
ceived that, by the present practice, the parties 
have the full benefit of counsel in that stage of 
the proceedings where it is most needed. From 
the consideration of these facts, Mr. H. con- 
tended that it was but fair to infer, that from the 
change of the mode of conducting contested elec- 
tions resulted that change in the practice of ad- 
mitting counsel at the bar of the House. But it 
was not necessary to rely upon deductive evidence 
to satisfy this House that the practice had been 
discontinued. He had a case in his mind which 
would establish it affirmatively. He alluded to 
the very first case which arose after this change 
of practice—the case of Philip B. Key, of Mary- 
land. All the evidence in his case was sent to 
the standing committee, where he was permitted 


| to be heard by counsel; and we hear no more, 


although twelve cases had since been reported, of 
counsel being heard at the bar of the House in 
cases of contested elections. 

Irom these considerations he had been irresist- 
ibly brought to the conclusion, that it had been 
the setdled intention of this House, from its earliest 
history, to admit counsel where the evidence was 
to be collected and sifted. And this rule he consid- 
ered could not, as had been urged, operate oppres- 
sively toeither party concerned, as they hadalways 
been permitted to furnish, by themselves or coun- 
sel, their written arguments, which were appended 
toand formed a part of the committee's report, for 
the information of every member. ‘This privilege 
had been extended to the petitioner in the case 
before the House, of which he had availed him- 
self; this he (Mr. H.) thought was all that any 
person could reasonably ask, and with this the 
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petitioner seemed himself to be contented. He 
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should, therefore, vote against the reconsideration 
of the vote by which the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, said he felt called 
upon to say a word or two in reply to his col- 
league, [Mr. Harp,] who had just oe his seat, 
His colleague had seen proper to sustain his argu- 
ment by reference to him (Mr. M.) in holding 
him up to the view of the House as a standard 
of political and party orthodoxy on all party ques- 
tions. He makes the remark in reply to the argu- 
ment of the honorable gendeman from North 
Carolina, [Mr. Bynum,] which he had not the 
pleasure to hear. He had never aspired to the 
distinction which his colleague, he must say, so 
gratuitously conferred upon him; and in offering 
the substitute, the other day, for the motion of his 
colleague, he was influenced singly by a desire to 
aid him in his momentary embarrassment, in re- 


| ducing his motion to clear and distinctterms. It 


was no part of his purpose to assert a principle, 
though he saudieean he could not distinguish so 
satisfactorily as some gentlemen had done, be- 
tween the admission of counsel in this and similar 
cases, and other questions of mere private right, 
On questions of public right they never heard coun- 
sel, except such as were here in the representative 
capacity. He had voted against the admission of 
counsel in this case the other day, because the 
petitioner, after authorizing an honorable member 
to ask leave to appear by counsel, had changed 
his mind and authorized another, his worthy 
friend, [Mr. Conner,] to say in his place that he 
did not wish counsel. 

On this ground, Mr. M. presumed, many gen- 
tlemen voted on that occasion. The right of 


| counsel Mr. M. regarded in most cases asa great 


constitutional right not to be abridged for light 


or transient causes; and if the petitioner had 
adopted the usual course of asking seriously by 


petition, Mr. M. could not doubt that the House 


| would have granted it by favor, if not as of right. 


The petitioner, however, had fallen into some 
inconsistency in respect to these preliminary mat- 
ters, no doubt in consequence of his want of ex- 
perience in controversies before this House, and 
these preliminary questions in consequence had 
occupied much more time than had been antici- 
pated. 

Mr. M. had regretted to see his friend from 
North Carolina [Mr. Bynum] spend so much of 
his ammunition upon the small game of the out- 
posts, instead of reserving it for use upon the 
main question presented by the committee. Mr. 
M. had not discovered a dispesition to make this 
a party question in any respect, and certainly, 
for himself, had in no way indulged such a dis- 
position; but, Mr. M. would say to the friends 
of the sitting member, that if they continued a 
great while longer to resist the coming toa decis- 
ion, it might ere long be deemed, in this Housc, 
and in the country, a party question, even against 
the dispositions which now exist here. He there- 
fore hoped that the House would come to a de- 
cision upon these preliminary questions without 
further delay, and sct an early day for the con- 
sideration of the resolutions reported by the Com- 
mittee of Elections in faver of the petitioner. 


| Justice to him and to the State of North Carolina 
| required this. 


He had leaned over the bar of 
this House, asking their decision every day since 
the meeting of Congress. As to the remark of his 
colleague [Mr. Harp] to prove that this was not 
with him a party question—that he (Mr. M.) had 
suggested the terms of a resolution, and that it 
was well understood that he (Mr. M.) was the 
very essence of orthodoxy on political questions 
—he must be permitted to say that he did not 
feel himself complimented, (however intended,) 
for it came in ashape too questionable, too ** ghost- 
like,’’ to be so understood. Moreover, the judg- 
ment of his colleague on questions of party ortho- 
doxy had been so long * infected,’ that in his 
State his conclusions might not pass as hard coin; 
and he would consider himself obliged if his 
worthy friend would spare his certificates in these 
matters. 
Mr. PEYTON was sorry to hear a threat 
thrown out of making this contested election a 
arty question. He did hope this never would 
e the case, though he himself did not see how 
it was possible. He understood the gentleman 
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from New York [Mr. Mawy] to intimate pretty 
plainly that, unless gentlemen took a particular 
direction, they could and would have this a party | 
question. But how was that possible? Did the 
eentieman from New York mean to be understood 
us intimating that these gentlemen [Messrs. 
Graham aud Newland] were not both of the 
same politics ? Did the gentleman intend to be 
inderstood as charging that there had been any 
change in their polities since their canvass before 
the people? How, then, was it possible for the 
eentleman from New York to intimate and hold 
up a threat to that body that unless a certain 
course be taken by certain gentlemen on that 
fluor, it would result in making this a party ques- 
tion? Why, he did the gentleman whose cause 
he advocated great injustice, for the two gentle- 
men before the people declared themselves to be 
of the same party. Mr. P. denied, then, that a 
party question could arise out of iais case under 
any circumstances, and he hoped this was the 
last they should hear on that subject. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, asked 
for the yeas and nays onthe motion to reconsider; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, rose and remarked, 
he merely wished to say a word in reply to the 
gentleman from Tennessee, {Mr. Peyron,] which 
was, thathe (Mr. M.) considered himself lectured. 

The question was then taken; and decided in 
the negative—yeas 91, nays 97; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Ash, Barton, 
Bean, Bond, Bouldin, Bovee, Boyd, Brown, Burns, Bynum, 
Cambrelenz, Carr, John Chambers, Chaney, Chapman, 
Chapin, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Cleveland, Connor, Cor- 
win, Craig, Crane, Cushman, Darlington, Davis, Denny, 
Dickerson, Parlin, Freneh, William K. Fuller, Galbraiti, 
Grantiand, Joseph Hail, Hamer, Harper, Hawkins, Haynes, 
Ileister, Holsey, Hopkins, Howard, Huntington, Jabez 
Jackson, Riehard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Keunnon, Kil- 
yore, Lansing, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Thomas Lee, 
Leonard, Job Maun, Sampson Mason, May, McKay, Me- 
Kennan, MeKim, Mercer, Miller, Montgomery, Morgan, 
Morris, Muhlenberg, Page, Patterson, Franklin Pierce, 
Dutee’ J. Pearce, Phelps, Pinckney, Potts, Rencher, John 
Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Schenck, Augustine Hl. Shep- 
perd, Shinu, Spangier, Storer, Sutherland, ‘Taylor, John 
‘Thomson, Turner, Vanderpoel, Ward, Wardwell, Webster, 
Weeks, and Lewis Williams—91. 

NAYS—Messrs. Heman Allen, Anthony, Bailey, Banks, 
Beardsley, Beaumont, Bell, Bockec, Borden, Briggs, Bunch, 
William B. Calhoun, Campbell, Carter, Casey, Childs, 
Ooles, Deberry, Doubleday, Droingoole, Dunlap, Evans, 
Everett, Fairfield, Forester, Fry, Philo C. Fuller, James 
Garland, Gillet, Glascock, Granger, Graves, Grayson, Gren- 
nell, Griffin, Haley, HWiland Hall, Hannegan, Hard, Hardin, 
Harlan, Samuel 8. Harrison, Hawes, Hazeltine, Henderson, 
Howell, Hunt, Huntsman, Ingersoll, Ingham, Janes, Jen- 
ifer, Joseph Johnson, Henry Johnson, John W. Jones, Jud- 
son, Kinnard, Lane, Lawler, Lawrence, Lay, Luke Lea, 
Lincoln, Logan, Love, Loyall, Lueas, Lyon, Abijah Mann, 
Martin, Moses Mason, Maury, McCarty, MeComas, Me- 
Lene, Milligan, Owens, Parker, Parks, James A. Pearce, 
Peyton, Phillips, Reed, Roane, Shields, Sickles, Siade, 
Sloane, Smith, Steele, Tgucey, Towns, Underwood, Whiie, 
Whittlesey, Sherrod Williams, and Wise—97. 

So the House refused to reconsider their vote. 


The question then reeurred upon the motion 
made by Mr. Harp, that the petitioner have 
leave to appear at the bar of the House, in his 
own behalf, upon the subjeet of his petition. 

‘The hour for proceeding to the orders of the 
day having arrived, 


Mr. GALBRAITH moved tosuspend the rules | 


for the purpose of proceeding with the consider- 
ation of this subject, but withdrew it at the re- 
quest of 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, who expressed a hope 
that the House was prepared to take the question 
without further discussion. 

Mr. MORGAN asked for the yeas and nays, 


bat they were not ordered; and the motion of Mr. | 


Harp was agreed to without a count. 


Mr. MAURY then moved to suspend the rules, | 


for the purpose of proceeding with the considera- 


tion of the other motions relating to the report | 


of the Committee of Elections. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG hoped the motion would 
be agreed to, so that some disposition might be 
made of the subject that day, for it had already 
precluded reports from the standing committees 
for about three weeks. 

Mr. MERCER moved to amend the motion by 
striking out ‘* the purpose therein mentioned,*” 
and inserting ‘* that the rules be suspended for 
the purpose of calling for reports of committees,” 
but subsequently withdrew the motion. 
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Mr. Mavry’s motion: which were ordered: and 
the question being taken, was decided in the 
afiirmative—yeas 143, nays 54. 

So the rules of the House were suspended for 
the purpose indicated. 

The CHAIR then explained the pending ques- 
tions. The first recurred upon the motion made by 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Boyp,] from 
the Committee of Elections, viz: that the report of 
that commiitee be postponed until Wednesday, 
the 2d of March, and be made the special order of 
that day. A motion to amend was then made bya 
member from North Carolina, proposing a more 
distant day, but that motion was subsequently 
withdrawn. A motion was then made by a gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Mawnn,] to amend 
the original motion by striking out Wednesday, 
the 2d of March, and inserting Tuesday, the 8th 
of March. There was also a motion to recommit 
the whole report to the Committee of Elections, 
with instructions, by another gentleman from 
New York, (Mr. Hanp.] The question pending 
at this time before the House was the amendment 
of Mr. Many, of New York, to strike out Wed- 
nesday, the 2d of March, and insert Tuesday, 
the 8th of March. . 

Mr. MANN then withdrew his motion, and 
remarked that he had intended, when the House 
had decided the other preliminary question, to 
move a postponement to some day not far distant, 
when it would be convenient for the House to 
take it up and act upon it. If the present was 
the proper time, he would now move to postpone 
the subject till next Wednesday week. 

Mr. MAURY hoped that motion would not 
be sustained, as he was In favor of reeommittine 
the report of the Committee of Elections to the 
said committee, with instructions to allow further 
time to the siting member to take depositions. 
Mr. M., at some length, proceeded to argue in 
favor of the latter course; and gave a detailed 
account of the proceedings of the committee of 
which he was a member to show that further 
time ought to be alforded to the sitting member 
to take depositions, &c. He hoped the motion 
before the House would be rejected, so that a 
vote might be taken upon the proposiuon to re- 
commit. 

Mr. BOYD did not rise to make a speech, 
but, being of the majority of the Committee of 
Elections, it would be necessary for him to 
state some of the grounds which induced the 
committee to refuse the sitting member further 
time to take testimony. It appeared by the 
documents which the committee had examined, 
that the petitioner had given written notice to 
the sitting member on the second day of Octo- 

ber last, that he would contest his election. 
That notice was given in compliance with the 
laws of North Carolina, and the very words of 
the law were embraced in the notice. No gentle- 
man would doubt the legality of the notice, or 
that it was not given in good time to take all the 
depositions which might be needed. ‘The simple 
question then before the House was, shall the 
sitting member have more time to take testimony 
to lay before the House? From the time notice 
was given the sitting member to the meeting of 
| Congress, there were sixty-six full days to take 
testimony, and he scriously asked that House 


| whether sixty-six days were not sufficient time || 


| for taking all the testimony which could possibly 

be necessary? But it had been remarked that 

there were only twenty-nine days allowed for 
| taking testimony, and that nearly all of that time 
had been occupied by the petitioner. He had 
only to remark, in reply to that, that the sit- 
ting member had the same opportunities that 
the petitioner had, if he had chosen to avail him- 
self of them. He had stated, on a former occa- 
sion, thet the sitting member had given as many 
notices of places where he intended to take depo- 
sitions as the petitioner; that he had given the 


| petitioner notice of his intention to take deposi- | 


tions at places one hundred and fifty miles apart 
|| on the same day; and this had occurred in more 
than one instance. If gentlemen would turn to 


| cient notice had been given to take all the testi- 
mony necessary; but if it should be shown that 
| the sitting member had not employed himself in 


Mr. HAMEK asked for the yees and nays on |i the collection of testimony, could he, in justice, 


ask further time? If 


+ 


the printed documents, they would see that suffi- | 
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it should appear that hi 
had not diligently searched for tesuimeny, could 
he come there, and, in justice, ask more time? , 
It seemed to him (Mr. B.) unreasonable. tie 
had shown that the petitioner gave the sitting 
member notice on the 2d of Oetober; and trom 
that time he mighs have been taking testimony, 
if he had thought of it; but it appeared that, from 
the 2d of October until the 30th of that month, the 
sitting member never moved in the subject at all. 
Let gentlemen tarn to the te stimony , and examine 
the facts, and not trust 
did not expeet to convince genticmen by argu- 
ments, but by the facts of the The first 
notice that was given by the sitting member was 
on the 30th of October. Now, what was be doing 
in those twenty-eight days? If he was not taking 
testimony, he might have been deing so. But 
centlemen had told them that the sitting member 
ought not to consider his election as contested 
until the petitioner acted in the matter. Did not 
the sitting member believe the petitioner, when 
he gave him notice in writing of his intention to 
his election? Such being the ease, Mr. 
Bh. asked if the sitting member should not at once 
have applied himself to the taking of t stimony ? 
Or, if he failed to do so, why should he come to 
the House now to ask further tim Hie hoped 
he had been understood. It was a faet (and he 
repeated it) that twenty-eight days of the sixty- 
six allowed the sitting member for taking test- 
mony had not been employed by him at all in 
that business. If the sitting member had come 
there, and showed that he had been employed 
all this time, and that was not 
they might allow him further time; 
were otherwise,and the notices would show them 
to be otherwise. He would enter into an 
arcument with the gentleman from Uennessee 
in relation to the protest of the sitting member. 
Hlis recollection was simply this, that, at the 
earliest stage of the question, the committee did 
virtually and in fact decide against the sittng 
| member's protest, and in favor of the sufficiency 
of all the notices. He meant precisely what he 
said, so that no gentleman could be deceived. He 
stated further, that, if any application had been 
made to the committee for further time, before the 
middle of January, he never had heard of it, and 
he was recular in attendance at the meetings of 
the committee, This wasa simple history of the 
question. When the subject was before the com- 
mittee, the chairman had gone in favor of the 
validity of the notices; he had stated that, not- 
withstanding it was required tn Virginia that the 
names of all voters charged as illegal should ap- 
pear in the notices for taking depositions —not- 
withstanding that was the express law, it had 
never been observed by former committees, and 
the Hlouse had never thought it necessary to re- 
quire it. At that time a majority of the commniit- 
tee decided against the gentieman’s protest, and 
in favor of the sufiiciency of the notices. ‘The 
committee went on and examined the testimony 
clear through, and took notes of sach paris as 
were necessary. His recollection went further, 
that, about the Mth of January, the parties were 
admitted before the committee, and that the sittung 
member was asked whether further time was 
needed; but he would not determine, and never 
did determine, until he had examined the evidence 
|entirely through; and on the 16th of January 
he came forward and asked further time. Lle 
believed that this subject ought to take precedence 
of all others. Every consideration prompted them 
to settle it as soon as the facts could be asecrtain- 
ed; and a very strong case should be made out 
before they should grant further time for taking 
| testimony. Well, when the application was made 
for further time, what were the grounds—the writ- 
ten grounds? Turn to them, and you will discover 
that the most important one was the evidence of 
the sheriff of Haywood county, which evidence 
was to prove that some six or eight illegal votes 
had been given to the petitioner, and by two other 
| gentlemen’s evidence six other illegal votes were 
to be proved. But upon examination of the doc- 
uments it would be discovered that the testimony 
of the sheriff of Haywood county had already 
|| been taken, and the agents of both the parties had 
| attended the examination; and,asto the remainder 
| of the testimony alluded to, it could notaflect the 
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final result. He considered that sixty-six days 
were sufficient time for the parties to take all the 
depositions necessary; or, having failed to do so, 
they could not, in justice, come forward now, and | 
ask for further time. His own judgment was, 
that there was sufficient time for taking testimony 
before the meeting of Congress, and he waived | 
all other objections. He could not perceive in | 
what stage of the proceeding the committee had 

done injustice to either of the parties. If gentle- | 
men would look at the documents, they would 

see that the asking further time would have been, 

in the first place, an unreasonable request; but it 

was made doubly so by the fact, that it was not 

asked until the middle of January, yet still more | 
80, to be asked at thistime. Why did the sitting 

member not appeal, in the first place, to the | 
House for further time? He had looked into 
the ex parte testimony which the gentleman from 
‘Tennessee [Mr. Maury] had complained of. The 
facts were these: the sitting member objected to 
the testimony taken at Morgantown, because he 
had no agent there to cross-examine the wit- 
nesses. Mr. B. asked gentlemen to turn to the 
records, and they would discover that the sitting 
member had twenty-seven days’ notice of the in- | 
tention to take depositions at that place, and, if he | 
failed to attend, whose fault was it? This wasa 
strange sort of argument. | 

Mr. MAURY said the gentleman had misun- 
derstood him. He did not object to the notice 
which had been given; but he had stated that the | 
sitting member had a moral obligation, of a para- 
mount nature, which called him to Washington, | 
and that he could not be in Washington at the 
meeting of Congress, and in Morgantown at the 
time specified, 

Mr. BOYD resumed: The petitioner had given 
the sitting member sufficient notice, and he might 
have attended, either by himself or by counsel. 
The sitting member, too, had made it impossible | 
for the petitioner to attend at the times and places | 
at which he had notified him to attend. If he 
recollected right, the sitting member might have | 
attended at Morgantown, and then come on to 
Washington; but certain it was that twenty-seven 
days was sufficient notice, so that he might either 
have attended himself, or had an agent to attend 
for him. But he believed, in some of the written 
communications of the sitting member, it would 
be found that he had himself stated that he had 
an agent in every county in his district. In Mr. 
B.’s judgment, the committee had done right, 
and he believed the House would do wrong if it 
granted further time. As to party feelings, which 








had been spoken of, he had only to say that he 
had not turned back and examined himself thor- 
oughly, to see if party had any influence in the 
course he had taken, because he should be sorry, 
extremely sorry, to ascertain hereafter that he 
had been swayed in his decision by party feelings, 

Mr. MASON, of Ohio, followed in reply, and 
contended that the sitting member had not been 
allowed sufficient time, and that the time that had 
been allowed was almost entirely engrossed by | 
the petitioner, for the former could not proceed 
to take testimony until the latter had closed, who 
occupied the time till the sitting member was | 
compelled to set out for Washington. He was 
in favor of both parties having all the time they | 
would say, upon their honors, was necessary. 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, contended 
that it wes indispensable for the House to go into | 
the merits of the report before they could possi- | 
bly come to a conclusion whether further time | 
ought to be allowed or not, and he was conse- 
quently opposed to the discussion of this prelim- 
inary question at that time. 

Mr. GRAHAM (the sitting member) replied 
at length to Mr. Boyp, and disapproved of the | 
course taken by the committee in not allowing 
him more time to take testimony. 





Mr. NEWLAND (the petitioner) then rose and 





he should be able not only to overcome that, but 
to hurl back much that had been said of him. It 
was due to his own character, and to the rights 
of those who sent him there, that he should seek 
the earliest opportunity to do this; at the same 
time he begged leave to assure the House that he 
had no hostile motive or intent to accomplish, 
and no latent ambition to gratify. He presented 
himself there—sent, as he solemnly averred, and 
hoped to be able to convince that body, by a 
majority of his constituents—to contend for and 
maintain, to the best of his humble ability, their 
rights, and not his own. He again expressed his 
deep and unfeigned obligations to the House, and 
a hope that Monday or Tuesday would be as- 
signed him to address them at length. 

On motion by Mr. HOWARD, the House then 
adjourned. 





IN SENATE. 
Monpay, March 14, 1836. 


Mr. LEIGH presented the credentials of the 
Hon. WiLiiaM é: Rives, elected by the Legis- 
lature of the State of Virginia a Senator from that 
State, to supply the vacancy occasioned by the 
resignation of Mr. Tyler. 

The usaal oath to support the Constitution 
was then administered to Mr. Rives by the Vice 
President, and he took his seat in the Senate. 

The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, inclosing a_ report 
from the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, made in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate of the 9th instant; and, on motion by 
Mr. BLACK, it was ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 

Mr. PORTER presented the memorial of the 
New Orleans and Carrolton Railroad Company, 
praying permission to construct their road through 
the public lands; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. P. presented two scts of resolutions of the 
General Assembly of the State of Louisiana; the 
first, instructing their Senators, and requesting 
their Representatives, to use their exertions to 
get a law passed to establish an additional land 
office in that State, to be named the Red river 
land office; and the second, instructing and re- 
questing their said Senators and Representatives 
to use their exertions to obtain the passage of a 
law providing for the increase of the salaries of 
the officers of the United States land offices and 
the surveyors of the public lands in that State; 
and also for the increase of the number of clerks; 
which were referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Mr. WHITE presented the memorial of the 
Legislature of the State of Tennessee, praying 
for the establishment of an hospital for sick an 
disabled seamen at Memphis, in that State; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, presented the peti- 
tion of Alexander Jones; which was referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. K. also presented the memorial of a com- 
pany about to construct a railroad from Mobile 
to Pascagoula, praying for a donation of the 
public land over which the road is to pass, and 
offering, in consideration of such grant, to trans- 
port on the said road the United States mail, and 
the troops and munitions of war of the United 
States, when necessary, free of expense for thirty 
years; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. MORRIS presented some additional peti- 
tions from citizens of Ohio, praying for an alter- 
ation of the location of the Cumberland road in 


| the States of Ohio and Indiana; which was re- 


returned his acknowledgments to the House for | 


the unanimous vote by which he was permitted 


to appear on the floor in his own behalf. It had | 


been truly said of him, (remarked Mr. N.,) that 
he was a plain farmer, unaccustomed to public 
speaking, which must be evident from the visible 
embarrassment he felt on the present occasion. 
Ie trusted, however, if the House would conde- 
scend to hear him on Monday or Tuesday next, 


it 
} 


| 


ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PRESTON presented the petition of John 
Russell, praying for a pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. RUGGLES presented the petition of John 
Watts; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

_Mr. WALL presented several petitions from 
citizens of New Jersey and Pennsylvania, and 
from individuals engaged in the navigation of the 
Delaware, praying for the erection of piers on the 


Brandywine shoals; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 
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Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the 
| Judiciary, reported a bill for the relief of the 
| sureties of James Brobson; which was read, and 
| ordered to a second reading. 
| Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 

Pensions, reported without amendment the bij 
for the relief of Amy Wilson. 

Mr. SHEPLEY, from the Committee of Claims, 

reported a bill for the relief of Samuel Y. Keene; 
which was read, and ordered to a second read- 


| ing. 

Mr. PRESTON, from the Committee on the 
Library, to which was referred the resolution 
directing an inquiry into the expediency of pur- 
chasing the library of the late Count Barlotine, 
made a report thereon; which, without reading, 
was ordered to be printed. 


| 

| RESOLUTIONS. 
| Mr. PRENTISS submitted the following res- 
| olution; which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instructed 
to inquire into the expendiency of directing the Secretary 
of War to allow and pay to the heirs of Richard Anderson, 
deceased, late a pensioner on the revolutionary invalid pen- 
sion roll, the amount of the said Richard’s invalid pension, 
from the 3d day of March, 1826, to the 3lst day of May, 1830, 
during which time the said pension was withheld or dis- 
continued in consequence of the said Richard taking the 
benefit of the act for the relief of certain surviving officers 
ae of the army of the Revolution, passed May 15, 

828. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which lies on the table one 
day: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
| the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the President of the Senate and Speaker of the House of 
Representatives close the present session of Congress by an 
adjournment of their respective Houses on the —— day of 
May next. 


CONSTITUTION OF ARKANSAS, 
On motion by Mr. BUCHANAN, the Senate 


proceeded to ballot for a select committee to con- 
sider the constitution submitted by the convention 
held by the people of Arkansas, for the purpose 
of forming a constitution and State government; 
and-‘Messrs. Bucuanan, Wricut, Kent, BENTON, 
| and CrirTENDEN, were chosen. 


PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. EWING, of Ohio, moved to take up the 

| bill appropriating, for a limited time, the proceeds 

of the sales of the public lands among the States; 

and after some remarks by Messrs. NAUDAIN, 

EWING, and CALHOUN, in favor, and from 

Messrs. WALL and BENTON, in opposition 

| to the motion, it was negatived—yeas 20, nays 26; 
as follows: 


! 

| 

YEAS—Messrs. Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, Crittenden, 
Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Hendricks, Knight, Leigh, McKean, 
| 








Mangum, Nandain, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, 
Southard, Swift, Tomlinson, and Webster—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Brown, Buchanan, Cuth- 
bert, Ewing of Tlinois, Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, King of Ala- 
bama, King of Georgia, Linn, Moore, Morris, Nicholas, 
Niles. Rives, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tip- 
ton, Walker, Wall, White, and Wright—26. 


CUMBERLAND ROAD. 
The bill making appropriations for the Cumber- 
| land road, in the States of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, 
| and Missouri, was read the third time and passed. 


After the consideration of Executive business, 
the Senate adjourned. 


} 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, March 14, 1836. 


The House proceeded to consider the resolu- 

tions of the Legislature of the State of New York 

| on the subject of the —— of the militia, 
| 


presented on a former day by Mr. Gittet, who 
moved to refer them to the Committee on the 
| Militia, with the following instructions: 


To inquire into the expediency of so altering the laws 
relating to the militia as to provide : 
lst. That all free white, able-bodied male citizens of 
the United States, between twenty-one and forty-five years 
of age, shall be enrolled in the militia. 
2d. That of the persons so enrolled all who are under 
twenty-seven years of age shall, once in cach year, be 
called out for a period not less than six days, and remain 
under arms during that period, with the view of improve- 
mentin military discipline and martial exercise ; and such 
persons to be minute men, and first called upon in case of 
insurrection or invasion. , 
3d. That the persons who are so called out, and remain 
under arms, shall receive a reasonable compensation for 
mole tae. 
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4th. That the Government of the United States shall 
furnish, at proper depositories, for the use of the persons 
thus called out, all needful tents, arms, and accouterments. 

5th. That there shall be deposited at the proper points 
on the frontiers and sea-board, all necessary aud* proper 
arms, including brass cannon, and accouterments, and am- 
munition, to supply the enrolled militia when called into | 
actual service in defense of the country. 


Mr. GILLET addressed the House at some 
length on the — embraced in the proposed 
instructions. [His remarks will be given in full 
hereafter. } | 

Mr. HAMER understood that this whole sub- 
ject was already before the Committee on the 
Militia; and, before he was called upon to vote 
instructions for that committee to report, he 
desired an opportunity of examining them. 

Mr. GILLET explained that the instructions 
extended no further than to direct the committee | 
to inquire. 

Mr. HAMER was about to move to have 
them laid on the table and printed; but, as they 
did not instruct the committee to report, he would 
not press the motion. 

Mr. GLASCOCK, as chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Militia, stated, that all the facts 
sought to be inquired into, and embraced in the 
instructions intended to be given to that commit- 
tee, were already before that committee. He had, 
however, no objection himself to the adoption of 
the resolution. All the bills hitherto reported to 
that House, at former sessions, and which, un- 
fortunately, had never been acted on, were also 
then in possession of the committee. | 

Mr. G. further stated, that he himself consid- 
ered this a very important question, and believed 
that some measure should be enacted for the 
purpose of organizing the militia throughout the 
country. Knowing, and feeling the importance 
of this question, he informed the House that a bill 
would be prepared before the adjournment of the 
present session, and presented to the considera- 
tion of the House. The bill would be presented 
after great deliberation, and important matters 
taken from the bills heretofore introduced would 
be incorporated in it. He believed such a bill 
would be reported as would meet the views of the | 
majority. Whether it would be reported in time 
to be acted on during the present session of Con- 
gress was somewhat doubtful, from the press of 
business before the House; but it would, at all 
events, be reported in eight or ten days, and might 
be acted on during the coming session. e 
would suggest to the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Gitet,} that any amendment he might 
think proper to offer might be offered when the 
bill came up for action. Tthad become somewhat | 


fashionable to instruct committees as to what they | 
were todo. This Mr. G. thought unnecessary. | 


If gentlemen had any suggestions to make with 
regard to any - they might wish to incorpo- 
rate in any bill, they would always be listened to 
with attention by the chairman or any member 
of the committee; but, independent of this, let 


him ask, if the fact was not well known, that | 
every individual had it in his power to offer any | 
amendment, or any additional clause he might | 


think proper, at certain stages. Bearing this fact 
in mind, it did seem to him that it was altogether 
unnecessary toinstruct thecommittce on the pres- 
entoccasion. Heconceived it wholly unnecessary, 
—- as the very object of the inquiry em- 
raced in the instructions was before the commit- 
tee, and at the same time he begged it to be dis- 
tinctly understood, that he had no objection to 
their adoption. 
Mr. HALEY moved the following amendment 
to come in as an additional instruction to the in- 
structions of Mr. Gitiet: 


And that the Committee on the Militia be instructed to | 
inquire into the expediency of paying the militia of the | 


United States, when called out tor military exercise, in- 
spection, and review, as now organized. 

Mr. H. explained that he introduced the amend- 
ment at this time in, order that the committee, be- 
fore reporting the bill, might be in possession of 
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imprisonment for neglect of duty, and all for | 
nothing. 

Mr. LINCOLN oppesed the amendment at 
some length, and was in favor of the instructions 
of the gentleman from New York. He was en- 
tirely opposed to any provision for paying the 
militia, as it would ail to degrade the character 
of the free-born citizen of this country, and as- 
similate him to the mercenary toolg of despotic 
tyrants. He designated the proposition as in 
effect nothing more nor less than one to get rid of 
the surplus revenue. Mr. L. bestowed a high 
eulogium upon the character of the militia, citing 
various instances of their conduct, and hoped a 
measure would be introduced for its better organ- 
ization. 

At one o’clock the Speaker announced the 
special order, being the consideration of the ap- 
propriation bills; but, on motion by 

Mr. EVANS, the House suspended the rules 
for the purpose of proceeding with the call for 
petitions and memorials—ayes 112, noes not 
counted. 

Mr. HAMER did not rise for the purpose of | 
discussing the subject at present, although to him | 
it was one of as much interest as, perhaps, to 
any other gentleman. He trusted, however, an 
opportunity would be afforded at the present 
session of Congress for a full discussion of the 
question; he would then embrace the opportunity 
of giving his views to the House. He would say, 
further, that he admired the high grounds the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lincotn} 
had taken, although he could not agree with him 
inregard to details. He would say that there was 
no better material in any country for public de- | 
fense than a well organized militia; and no coun- 
try ever was free, or ever could be free, which 
depended upon a standing army for defense. But 
that was not the time for discussion, the rules 
having been suspended for the purpose of pre- 
| senting petitions. He moved that the whole 
subject be laid on the table for the present, and 
the instructions printed; but withdrew the motion 


‘| at the request of 


Mr. GLASCOCK, who stated that, when he 
was up before, he had only remarked that he was 
pt a Rat that the bill would not have an 
| opportunity of being brought up for considera- 
tion at the present session, as there were so many 
other subjects of importance before the House 
| which would take precedence over it. It would, 
however, be reported in eight or ten days, and it 
would then be for the House to determine whether 
it should be considered at the present session or 
not. He would go with gentlemen in their efforts 
to get it up and dispose of it at the present ses- 
sion. 

Mr. G. then renewed the motion to lay on the 
table and print; which was agreed to. 

The bill making a further appropriation for 
suppressing Indian hostilities in Florida was read 
the third time. 

Mr. STORER said he did not rise to oppose 
the bill, but merely to ask for some light on the 
subject. If it were necessary he would vote for 
ten times the amount asked for, but he could not 
doso unless it was actually necessary. He said 
|| they had already voted half a million of dollars 
for the suppression of Indian hostilities in Florida, 
and to feed all the suffering inhabitants thereof; 
and he asked the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means if he could show any reasons 
| why they should vote more money. He said it 


Mr. S. was a member, to give the reasons, when 
they reported a bill, for so doing; but there the 
committee which had the whole management of 
the appropriations of the House introduced bills 
without a solitary reason to sustain them. He 
wished to know what were the grounds for the 
appropriation at present asked for? 





was the practice with the committee of which || 


gentleman from Ohio. 
The letter of the Secretary of War was then 


was of opinion that the militia ought to be paid. | 
| read, and the bill passed. 


The Government found ways and means to pay 
everybody else who performed any duty withthe || Mr. HAMER gave notice that, on Monday 
single exception of the militia. They compelled || next, or as soon thereafter as Ohio should be called 
the militia to perform services for three or four | for the presentation of petitions, he would ask 
days in the year, subjected them to fine and 


the views of others in relation tothe subject. He | 
| 
| 
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of the waste and unappropriated lands in the 
Virginia military district in the State of Ohio.”’ 


COLONIZATION OF FREE BLACKS. 


The House took up the memorial heretofore 
presented by Mr. Crank, of certain citizens of 
Dauphin county, Pennsylvania, asking an appro- 
priation of money tor the purpose of removing 
to the coast of Africa free persons of color and 
manumitted slaves. 

Mr. CLARK having moved to refer the memo- 
rial to a select committee, and that it be printed, 
the question pending was the motion of Mr. 
Patron to lay the memorial and the motion to 
refer and print on the table. 

Mr. CLARK asked for the yeas and nays on the 
motion of Mr. Parton; which were ordered, and 
were as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Beale, Bean, Beaumont, Boe 

kee, Boon, Bovec, Boyd, Brown, Bunch, Bynum, Cambre- 
leng. Campbell, Carter, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Na 
thaniel H. Claiborne, Cleveland. Cotfee, Coles, Connor, 
Craig, Cusliman, Davis, Deberry, Dickerson, Doubleday, 
Dromgoole, Dunlap, Effmer, Poirtield, Farlin, Forester, 
Freneh, Fry, William K. Fuller, Jaines Garland, Gillet, 
Gla-cock, Graham, Grantland, Grayson, Griffin, Haley, Jo- 
seph Hall, Hamer, Hannegan, Hardin, Hawes, Hawkins, 
Haynes, Henderson, Holsey, Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, 
Huntington, Huntsman, Inguam, Jabez Jackson. Jarvis, 
Jeniier, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, Cave John- 
son, Henry Johnson, John W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, 
Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Klingensmith, Lansing, Lawler, 
Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Luke Lea, Legan, Loyall, Lyon, 
Abijah Mann, Job Mann, Martin, Jolin Y. Mason, Williata 
Mason, Moses Mason, Maury, May, MeComas, MeKay, 
Mekeon, Mektim, MeLene, Montgomery, Morgan, Mubhlen- 
berg, Owens, Page, Parks, Frankhn Pierce, Peyton, Phelps, 
Pickens, Rencher, John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Roane, 
Robertson, Rogers, Augustine PH. Shepperd, Shields, Sickles, 
Sinith, Standefer, Srecle, Taliaferro, Thomas, Waddy 
Thompson, Toucey, ‘owas, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Ward, 

Washington, Webster, Weeks, White, and Sherrod Will- 

iam s—129. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Heman Allen, Ash, Bailey, 
Banks, Barton, Bond, Borden, Bouidin, Briggs, William &. 
Calhoun, Carr, Casey, George Chambers, Childs, Clark, 
Corwin, Crane, Darlington, Deany, Evans, Everett, Phifo 
Cc. Fuller, Granger, Graves, Grenpnell, Hiland Hall, Hard, 
Harlan, Harper, Samuel 8. Harrison, Hazietine, Hester, 
Hoar, Howell, Ingersoll, William Jackson, Janes, Kinnard, 
Lane, Lawrence, Lay, Thomas Lee, Leonard, Lincoln, 
Love, Sampson Mason, MeCarty, MeKennon, Mercer, 





|| Miller, Milligan, Morris, Parker, Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, 


| Phillips, Potts, Reed, Russell, Schenck, Shinn, Slade, 
Sloane, Spangler, Storer, John Thomson, Underwood, and 
Vinton—69. 
So the memorial was laid on the table. 
Petitions and memorials were then presented by 
| Messrs. HALL, PARKS, and SMITH, of 
Maine; 

Mr. CUSHMAN, of New Hampshire; 

Messrs. LAWRENCE, BORDEN, and AD- 
AMs, of Massachusetts; 

Messrs. ALLEN and SLADE, of Vermont; 

Messrs. TOUCEY,INGHAM, and JUDSON, 
of Connecticut. 

[Mr. Jupson presented the petition of Licuten- 
ant Stephen Chamberlin, of the United States 
Navy; which was referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. | 

Messrs. P. C. FULLER, WARDWELL, 
CAMBRELENG, CHAPIN, TURRILL, HA- 
ZLETINE, LOVE, REYNOLDS, FARLIN, 
HARD, RUSSELL,and DOUBLEDAY, of New 

fork. 

[Mr. Mann, of New York, asked leave to in- 

|, troduce the following resolution: 
|| Resolved, That after Wednesday next, the daily hour of 


|| meeting of this House shall be eleven o’clock, a. ma., until 
|| otherwise ordered. 


Leave was refused. 


Mr. Dovus.iepay presented the petition of in- 

| habitants of the county of Cayuga, in the State 
of New York, praying for an appropriation for 

| the improvement of Little Sodus fis or, in said 

|| State; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

| Mr. Russew. presented the petition of Platt 

|, Halstead and others, inhabitants of the county 


| 


fr. CAMBRELENG called for the reading of || of Essex, in the State of New York, praying an 
a letter from the Secretary of War, which (he || appropriation for constructing a military or pub- 
remarked) would probably be satisfactory to the || lic road from White Hall to Plattsburg, in the 


State of New York; also, the petition of George 
Surnett and others, inhabitants of the county of 
|| Washington, in the State of New York, praying 
|| an appropriation for the construction of the afore- 
said road; also, the petition of the inhabitants of 
the counties of Clinton and Essex, in the State 


leave to introduce a bill, entitled ‘*A bill to dispose |! of New York, praying the like appropriation ‘or 
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the aforesaid object; also, the petition f ©. FF. 
Hammond and others, inhabitants of the said 


counties of Clinton and Essex, in said State of 
New York, praying the like appropriation for 
the afore nid object; and also, the petition of 


William H. Mauryand others, inhabitants of the 
town of Greenwich, in the county of Washing- 
ton, and State of New York, praying the aboli- 
tion of slavery and the slave trade in the District 
of Columbia, and within the ‘Territories of the 
United States. 

Mr. LEE, of New Jersey; 

Messrs. BEAUMONT, MILLER, DENNY, 
and ILENDERSON, of Pennsylvania; 

Messrs. HOWARD, McKIM, STEEL, and 
JENIFER, of Maryland; 

Messrs. CRAIG, BEALE, MORGAN, LOY- 
ALL, and TALIAFERRO, of Virginia; 

Messrs. RENCHER, GRAHAM, McKAY, 
CONNOR, and BYNUM, of North Carolina; 

Messrs. PINCKNEY and ROGERS, of South 
Carolina: 

Mr. CLEVELAND, of Georgia. 

| Mr. Creveranp presented the petition of sun- 
dry citizens of Baker county, praying compensa- 
tion for spoliations committed by the Creek In- 
dians within the jurisdictional limits of Georgia. | 

Messrs. BOYD, WILLIAMS, and JOHN- 
SON, of Kentucky; 

Messrs. DUNLAP, JOHNSON, HUNTS- 

MAN, STANDEFER, and BELL, of Tennes- 
Messrs. JONES, MASON, BOND, WHIT- 
LESEY, HAMER, WEBSTER, STORER, 
INTON, and CORWIN, of Ohio. 
{Mr. Hamer presented the petition of P. W. 
Todd, praying compensation for a horse lost in 
the service of the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. Also, a me- 
morial from citizens of Ohio and Kentucky, 
adopted at a meeting held in Augusta, Kentucky, 
praying for a branch of the national road from 
Columbus, Ohio, to Frankfort, Kentucky; which 
was referred to the Committee on Roads and 
Canals. 


Mr. HANNEGAN, of Indiana. 


T 
Vv 


|Mr. Hannecan presented the memorial of 


Major James H. Hook, asking compensation for 
services rendered in the subsistence department; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. } 

Messrs. MAY and REYNOLDS, of Illinois. 

{Mr. May presented a memorial from the mi- 
ners of the Upper Mississippi, in the State of 
Lilinois, and western part of Michigan Territory, 
praying that the right of way be extended to all 
lawful occupiers of the mineral grounds; 

Also, petitions for post routes from Knoxville, 
Illinois, te Galena. 


Mr. Reynotns, presented the claim of Daniel 


Atkinson, praying a pension for wounds re- 
ecived while he was in the military service of the 
United States, and occasioned by said service; 
which was referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


Messrs. MARTIN and CHAPMAN, of Ala- 


bama. 
On motion by Mr. JUDSON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency of grant 
ing & pension to Abner Green, a soldier of the Revolution. 


On motion by Mr. McKENNAN, it was 

Resolved, That the 
the Committee on Claims, wito are instructed to inquite 
into the expediency of passing a special law, directing the 
eeidement of the accounts of Jolin Arepps, late a contractor 
on the Cumberland road. 


On motion by Mr. BEAUMONT, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post rouic from Danville to Cattawissa, in 
Pennsylvania, 


On motion by Mr. LOVE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee 
nnd they are hereby, instructed to inquire into the expe 
diency of permitting the Maumee Branch Railroad Com- 
pany, chartered by the Legislative Council of Michigan, in 
August, 1835, to locate the said road over any of the public 
lands it may become necessary for the said company to 
pass in extending the same from Manhattan, at the mouth 
ot the Maumee river, to New Buflalo, at the mouth of the 
Gallatin river, on Lake Michigan. 


On motion by Mr. COFFEE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


on Public Lands be, 


accompanying papers be referred to , 


| 
u 
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the establishment of a post route from Jacksonville, Telfair 


county, by Hoimesville, Appling county, Wayne Court- 
house, to Waresboro’, Ware county. 


On motion by Mr. FRENCH, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads tiquire into the expediency of ¢ stablishing a 
post route from Greenupsburg in Greenup county, Ken- 
tucky, via Old Town, to the cross roads at the Litue Sandy 
Saline, in the same county. 


On motioa by Mr. HOPKINS, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing @ post route from Greenville, Grayson county, 
Virginia, to Jeffersonville, in the State of North Carolina. 

On motion by Mr. RUSSELL, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of providing by 
law ior the payment of commutation pay, and tor bounty 
land, to the heirs and legal representatives of James Dole, 


deceased, late of the State of New York, an officer in the 
army of the Revolution. 


On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Virginia, it 
was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of so amending 
the act of the 7thof June, 1832, as to extend its benefits to 
those spies and rangers who served six months or more 
during the war of the Revolution, whether such services 
were performed in an iinbodied corps or otherwise. 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Ohio, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 


lishing aimail route from Bakersville in Wayne county, by | 


Millbrook, Moorland, Shrecne’s Mills, to Nashville, in 
Hoimes county, Ohio. 


On motion by Mr. KENNON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of placing the 
name of William Beard on the pension roll, 


On motion by Mr. MAURY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a post route from Murfreesboro’ to Salem # roads, 
in Ruthertord county, 'ennessec. 

On motion by Mr. CARTER, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
directed to inquire into the expediency of authorizing a re- 


connoissance and survey of the route of the Cincinnati and 
Charleston railroad. 


On motion by Mr. CARTER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be in- 
structed to inquire into the expedieney of establishing a 
port of entry at King’s Port, on the Holston river, in the 
state of Tennessee. 


On motion by Mr. UNDERWOOD, it was 

Resolved, ‘That the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a 
pension agency in the town of Bowling Green, Kentucky. 

On motion by Mr. HAWES, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


Post Roads be iastructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Cloverport, 


Brown's, in Ohio county, to Worthington, in Muhlenberg 


county, Kentucky; and from Hawesville, in Hancock coun- 


ty, to Nottsville, in Davies county ; and trom Clarksville, 
Tennessee, by Latayette, to Clayton, in Kentucky. 


On motion by Mr. HARDIN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be instructed to 
inquire into the expediency of paying Bernard Fowler, 
Samuel Overton, and James Green, tor horses lost during 
the last war, when in the service of the United States, under 
the command of General MeArthur, and that the papers in 

| support of said claims be also reterred to said committee. 


On motion by Mr. McLENE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 

be instructed to inquire into the expediency of allowing to 

} Elias Pegg the arrears of pay, as a revolutionary soldier, trom 

the 6th day of May, 1820, when he was stricken from the 

pension roll, until the Sth day of March, 1830, when his 
name was restored to the roll. 


| On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 


it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 


| Structed to inquire into the expediency of enacting a law 
securing, in addition to a copyright, a privilege for the per- 


formance of dramatic compositions by citizens of the United | 


States. 


On motion by Mr. LAWLER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Erie, by way of Daniel’s prai- 
rie and John’s Bluff, to Livingston, in Alabama, 


On motion by Mr. SEVIER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 

establishing a mail route from Izard Court-house to Dar- 

danell, and from the mouth of the Arkansas river, by the 
, mouth of White river, to Helena, in Arkansas Territory. 


On motion by Mr. THOMAS, it was 


Sreckenridge | 
county, by John Hayne’s, Taylor’s Mill, Hartford, William | 


| struction of the road, buildings, &c. 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- | 
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arc v, 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making provision 
for the payment of two notes, held by H.C. Schnebtley 

and given by Thomas B. Hall for Jand purchased by hin 
from Henry Lewis; which land was sold by the United 
States to pay a claim due to the same from said Hal}, 
collector of the direct tax for the year 1816. 


On motion by Mr. McKAY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be jy 
structed to inquire into the expediency of causing the coast 
of the United States, between the Chesapeake and the 
southern part of Fiorida, to be examined witha view to the 
selection of one or more sites for the establishment of q 
navy-yard or yards. 


On motion by Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, 
it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expedieney of establishing a 
national road, leading from Portsmouth, in the State oj; 
Ohio, by way of Prestonsburgand Pikeville, in the State oj 
Kentucky, through Virginia and Tennessee, and to the 
southwest extremity of Lirville mountain, in the State of 
North Carolina ; and that the reconnoissance and survey of 
said route, executed in L831, by Lieutenant Colonel §. 1, 
Long, Topographical Engineer, be referred to said com 
mifice. 

Resolved, That said committee be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of making an appropriation. 

On motion by Mr. CASEY, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making an ap 
propciation forthe improvement of the great post road trom 
the bank of the Wabash river, opposite Vineennes, Indiana, 
by Palestine, Darwin, Paris, and Danville, to Chicago, on 
Lake Michigan, in illinois. 


On motion by Mr. MARTIN, it was 


Resolved, Tinat the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of permitting the 
Legislature of the State of Alabama to impose such tolls for 
the use of the canal round the Muscle and Colbert’s shoals, 
in the Tennessee river, as will be suflicient to keep the 
same in repair. 


On motion by Mr. DAVIS, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of revising and 


as 


| consolidating the pension Jaws. 


On motion by Mr. WHITE, of Florida, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to com- 
municate to this House the report of Major J. D. Graham, 
and the documents referred to in said report, upon the 


| examination of the route of a railroad from Pensacola to 


Columbus, in Georgia. 


On motion by Mr. ASHLEY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Publie Lands be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of providing, by 
law, for the issuing a patent in favor of the legal represent- 
atives of Gregois Sarpey, for a tract of 7,056 arpents of land 
granted to said Sarpey by the Spanish Government. 


On motion by Mr. MAY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Princeton, in Putaam county, 
IHinois, by Brigham’s and Dimick’s Grove, to the Paupan 
Grove. 

RAILROAD IN FLORIDA. 


A bill from the Senate, authorizing the East 
Florida Railroad Company to construct a road 


| through the public lands in Florida, was, on 


motion by Mr. Wurre, taken up. The question 
yas on its third reading. 

Mr. HARDIN wished further time to make an 

examination of this bill, and he therefore moved 


/ an adjournment, but withdrew it at the sugges- 


tion of 


Mr. WHITE, of Florida, who explained that 


| the bill did not embrace an appropriation of a foot 
, of public land, but only the use of way through 


it, and that the operations of the company were 
suspended for want of the bill. The contemplated 
road connected the Gulf of Mexico with the At- 
lantic. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG replied, that the bill 
ought to be committed; for it not only gave the 
right of way through the public lands, but also 
all the materials thereon necessary for the con- 
He moved 
that it be postponed vill to-morrow, 

Before the motion was taken, 

On motion by Mr. HARDIN, the House ad- 
journed. 





IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, March 15, 1836. 


Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which had been referred the petition 
of the widow of Philip Moore, made an unfavor- 
able report thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which had been referred the bills from 
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the House for the relief of Reuben Colburn, Jo- 
seph W. Wormstead and Abiel Roads, reported 
them severally without amendment. 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which had been referred the petition 
of Thomas Halliday, reported a bill for his relief; 
which was read, and ae to a second reading. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to which had been referred the 
bill authorizing the trustees of the University 
of Michigan to convey certain lands, reported the 
same without amendment; and, on motion by 
Mr. E., the bill was considered as in Committee 
ot the Whole, and ordered to a third reading. 

Mr. WALKER gave notice, that he would to- 
morrow ask leave to introduce a bill to extend 
the benefits of the preémption act of 1824 to cer- 
tain individuals in certain cases; also, a bill to 
enable those individuals who have been deprived 
of the benefits of the preémptioa of 1834, by the 
location of Choctaw reservations, to prove and 
substantiate their claims. 

RESOLUTION. 

Mr. KING submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Offiee and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route trom ‘Tuscaloosa to Fairtield, in 
the county of Pickens, Alabama. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, in pursuance of notice 
given, asked, and obtained leave, and introduced 
a bill to authorize the construction of a railroad 
inthe Territory of Florida; which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on Roads and 
Canals. 

PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. EWING moved to take up the bill to ap- 
propriate, for a limited time, the proceeds of the 
sales of the public lands among the States, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. B CHANAN said he had intended, as 
soon as the morning’s business had been got 
through with, to move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

After some remarks from Messrs. EWING, 
BENTON, and BLACK, Mr. EWING called 
for the yeas and nays on the question; which 
were ordered; and the Seaate decided to take up 
the bill by the following vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. Black, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, Critten- 


. > tw . . ’ r 
den, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Hendricks, Kent, 


Knight, Leigh, McKean, Mangum, Naudain, Porter, Pren- 
tiss, Preston, Robbins, Southard, Swift, Tomlinson, Web- 
ster, and White—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Ewing of Illinois, Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, King of Ala- 
bama, King of Georgia, Linn, Morris, Nicholas, Niles, 
Rives, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tipton, 
Walker, Wall, and Wright—23. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, after some remarks on 
the amendments to the bill, entered into a diseus- 
sion of its general merits. It had been twice dis- 
cussed, but the situation of the country was differ- 
ent now from what it was when it was up before. 
The public debt was not then paid, and there was 


s!0 surplus revenue in the ‘Treasury; at least it was | 


not conceded, although the friends of the Admin- 
istration contended there was. There was no 
reason why this bill should be made a party ques- 
tion. Ona former occasion, several Senators who 
were party men and friends of the Administration 
had voted for it. The amount of revenue in the 


Treasury had been a matter of controversy. Mr. | 


E. referred to a report of the Secretary of the || 


Treasury, and details of other reports, to show 
the amount of revenue. 


Bank, which (he said) had ceased toexistas a na- 
tional bank, and he estimated the amount to be 


received by the Government from that institution | 


at $8,000,000. Difficulties had been suggested in 
regard to obtaining that stock. He knew of none. 
But if the stock should be reduced half a million 
ora million less in the adjustment of the diffi- 
culty, it was a small matter as related to the main 

uestion. In reply to what had been alleged by 


He included in his esti- | 
mate the amount of stock in the United States | 


the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Kive,] that the | 
same sum was calculated twice, he admitted that, 


if they could mark each $100 bill, and each eagle, i 


to be applied to each particular object, or if the | 


Administration was defunct, and they were about 
settling up its concerns, the argument of the 


gentleman would apply. But the demands against 
the Government were not all made at onee: and 
if abeut two millions were retained in the Treas- 
ury as a kind of safety fund, it would be sufti- 
cicnt—all above that amount might be safely 
appropriated without at all embarrassing the 
concerns of the Government. He coincided with 
the gentleman from Missouri, [ Mr. Benron,] that 
the moneyed affairs of the country were in a 
diseased state, and alleged that there was a spirit 
of speculation abroad in cons quence of the great 
increase of papermoney. He wentinto a ealeu- 
lauon, from which he estimated the amount that 
would be in the Treasury at the end of the cur- 
rent year at $01,273,000, atter deducting all ap- 
propriations, ordinary and extraordinary. He 
said, from an examination of the reports of the 
Secretary of the ‘Treasury of last year, it would 
be seen that his estimates were not to be 
on. ‘They had fallen far short of the actual ree ipts. 
He attributed it to negligence. It looked like as 
if he wanted to hide the true state of the matter 
from the people, to effeet the political objects of 
those in power, though he did not say positively 
thatit was so. He referred to a statement he 
had made from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office to show the average receipts into the 
Treasury, at different periods, from lands which 
would give in the aggregate twenty-seven millions 
for the whole year; at all events, at the lowest 
possible estimate, it would exceed twenty mil- 
lions. He attributed the spirit of speculation to 
the increased number of banks, loaning large 
sums of moncy to speculating companies to in- 
vest in lands, and predicted that there must neces- 
sarily be a crash among them; and that ruin and 
pressure would follow, which could only be 
averted by the passage of this bill, whieh would 
now draw the money out of these banks before 
the mischief could be done. Although the Bank 
_ of the United States had expired, yet this dead 
bank, as he termed it, was charged with blowing 
up this balloon—this bubble of paper money— 
into this vast amount that is flooding the country. 
He adverted to the frauds that were committed 


in obtaining certificates, and the great number of | 


applications that rested on perjury in the anxiety 
to obtain the public lands, and which the passage 
of this bill would put a stop to, as these specula- 
tors could not, in the event of its passage, obtain 
money from these banks to speculate upon, and 
| their interest would prevent them from making a 
run on these banks. Onan average calculation for 
thirty-five years which he had made, there would 
be $15,000,000 received annually from the public 
lands, and, under the most inauspicious eireum- 
stances, there was no doubt of $10,000,000 being 
received, At present, these lands were specu- 
lated upon, and he could not blame persons for 
, speculating upon them; but it was the duty of a 
wise Legislature to place these lands in the hands 
of the cultivator, and suffer no middle man to 
come between him and the Government. Here- 
tofore the regular appropriations for fortifications 
| were about three millions per annum, and that 
sum had been more than could be expended. He 
was willing to appropriate even more than that 
sum, but he did not believe as much could be 
| expended this year as in former years, 


cient number of competent engineers to direct the 
to work on the fortifications, and had been unable 


improvements going on in Indiana, Ohio, and 
| Pennsylvania, would occupy the labor of a vast 


and materials used in the South, would be brought 


&c., there. Although a bill had been reported to 


the bill could not make engineers; that must take 
| time. 
been engaged in building canals, bridges, roads, 
&c., could be called to the aid of the engineers; 
but he thought that class of individuals were 
incompetent to superintend the erection of fortifi- 
cations. He never knew of any particular country 
being profited by maintaining armies. He was 
willing, however, to maintain as many soldiers 
as were necessary to keep the public arms in 
order, or as many as were necessary for a peace 
| establishment, 


} 


relied | 


The | 


Government had not been able to procure a sufii- | 
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expend the whole of the sumsappropriated. The | 


number of hands. The mass of labor, provisions, | 


This measure, (the fortification bill,) antago- 
nistical to this bill, he thoueht would not satisfy 
the people; they would not agree to have th: ir 
money taken and appropriated to these purposes, 
‘They could not bring the revenue down within 
the hmuts of the ordinary expenses of the Gov- 
ernment without distributing it. ‘The reduction 
of the price of the public lands would only increase 
the purchass Saal rive rise togreater speculation . 
and the very attempt to get clear of these diticul- 
ties by means of fortifications would increase 
them. The great accumulation of bank paper 
was the cause of the instability of the price of 
property. Hie had foreseen this state of things. 
As the Administration was on the brink of the 
gulf, ready to shoot over the cataract down the 
precipice, they now ery out ** Bank of the United 
States,’ and charge it with being the cause of this 
diseascd state of the currency. 

Hlere Mr. E. gave way to a motion by Mr. 
Sovurwarp to adjourn. ; 

On this motion the yeas and nays were ordered ; 
and were as follows: 

YE AS— Messrs. Black, Calhoun, Clay, Crittenden, Davis, 
Ewing of Ohio, Hendricks, Knight, Leigh, Mangum, Moore, 
Naudain, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Swit, ‘Tom 
linson, Webster, and Wirite—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Beown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Ewing of Hlinois, Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, King of Georgia, 
King of Alabama, Linn, MeKean, Morris, Niehots, Rivers, 
Robinson, Rugules, Shepley, Tallmadge, Walker, Wall, and 
Wrght—22. , 

The motion being lost, was. after some re- 
marks from Messrs. WEBSTER, BEN'TON, 
and BUCHANAN, againrenoewed by Mr. MAN- 
GUM; and the yeas and nays be ing ordered were 
—yeas 19, nays 26. 

After some further remarks from Messrs. lf. W 
ING, PRESTON, BENTON, and BUCHAN 
AN, the former gave way to a motion by the 
latter to fo mto the consideration of executive 
business; which was agreed to; and after which 

‘The Senate adjourned. 


ILOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tuespay, March 15, 1836. 

Mr. BELL asked the unanimous consent of the 
Flouse tosubmita resolution providing that, here - 
after, the hour to which the [louse shall stand 
adjourned shall be eleven o’clock, a. m., each 
day, until otherwise ordered. 

Objection being made, Mr. BELL moved to 
suspend the rule, in order to enable him to offer 
his resolution. 

Mr. GRENNELL asked for the yeas and nays 
on the motion; which were ordered. 

Mr. MERCER moved to amend the motion to 
suspend, so as to afford the standing committees 
an opportunity to report, 

Atter some conversation between Messrs. 
EVANS, MERCER, ADAMS, MILLER, and 
the CHAIR, the motion of Mr. Mercer was 
decided to be out of order. 

The question was then taken on suspending 
the rules; and decided in the aflirmative—yeas 
144, nays 43; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Alien, 
Anthony, Ashley, Bailey, Barton, Bean, Bell, Bond, Boon, 
Borden, Bouldin, Boyd, Briggs, Buneh, Burns, Bynum, 
John Calhoon, William B. Calhoun, Cambreleng, Carr, 
Carter, Casey, George Chambers, John Chambers, Chaney, 
Claiborne, Coles, Connor, Corwin, Craig, Crane, Cushman, 
Darlington, Davis, Deberry, Denny, Dickerson, Doubleday, 
Dunlap, Everett, Fairfield, Parlin, Freneh, Philo ©. Puller, 
James Garland, Glascoek, Graham, Granger, Grantland, 
Graves,Grennell, Haley, Hiland Hall, Hamer, Hard, Harlan, 
Harper, Samuel 8. Harrison, Hawkins, Haynes, Heister, 
Hoar, Hopkins, Howard, Huntsman, tngersoll, Ingham, 
William Jackson, Janes, Jenifer, Cave Johnson, Joseph 


'| Johnson, John W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kilgore, 


from the North, and reduce the number of hands, || 


increase the corps of engineers, the passage of | 


Kinnard, Klingensmith, Lane, Lansing, Lawler, Law- 
| rence, Luke Lea, Lincoln, Logan, Love, Loyall, Abijah 
Mann, Martin, John Y. Mason, Moses Mason, William 
Mason, Sampson Mason, Maury, May, McCarty, MeComas, 


| McKay, MeKennan, McKeon, MecKim,* Mercer, Miller, 
It had been said that persons who had || 


Milligan, Montgomery, Morgan, Morris, Owens, Page, Par- 

ker, Patterson, Patton, Peyton, Phelps, Phillips, Potts, 

Reed, John Reynolds, Roane, Robertson, Rogers, Russell, 

Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, Sickles, Smith, Standefer, 

| Steele, Storer, Sutherland, ‘Taiiaferro, ‘Thomas, Joba 
Thomson, Waddy Thompson, Toucey, Towns, Turrill, 

| Underwood, Vanderpoel, Vinion, Weeks, White, Whittie- 
sey, and Williams—1!44. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ash, Banks, Beardsley, Bovee, Brown, 
Campbell, Childs, Clark, Cleveland, Cotlee, Dromgoote, 
Evans, Forester, Fry, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, Gillet, 
Grayson, Griffin, Joseph Mall, Hardin, Hawes, Hazeltine, 

| Holsey, Howell, Hubley, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Henry 
| Johnson, Lay, Gideon Lee, Job Mann, McLene, Muhten- 
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berg, Parks, Franklin Pierce, Pinckney, Rencher, Joseph 
Reynolds, Shinn, Spangler, Wardwell, and Webster—13. 

So the rule was suspended ; and Mr. Bei sub- 
mitted the resolution above referred to. 

Mr. HARDIN moved to amend the resolution, 
by proposing that, instead of meeting at cleven 
o'clock from and after the present day, the House 
will meet at that hour, commencing on the first 
day of April next. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG thought they had no 
time to spare, and the sooner they commenced 
their sessions at an earlier hour the better. He 
therefore called for the yeas and nays on the 
motion to amend; which were ordered, and were 
as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Heman Allen, Anthony, Ash, Bai 
ley, Banks, Barton, Beale, Beaumont, Boon, Borden 
BRovee, Boyd, Brown, Burns, Bynum, John Calhoon, Wil 
liam B. Calhoun, Campbell, Chaney, Clark, Cleveland, 
Cotlee, Coles, Connor, Crane, Darlington, Deberry, Denny, 
Dickerson, Doubleday, Dromaoole, Eqaer, Evans, Forester, 
I'ry, Philo C. Faller, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, Gillet, 
Grayson, Griffin, Hard, Hardin, Samuel 8S. arrison, Hawes, 
Haynes, Holsey, Hubley, Ingham, Wiiliain Jackson, Jabez 
Jackson, Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, Henry Johnson, Benjamin 
Jones, Kiingensmith, Lay, Job Mann, McCarty, MeKennan, 
McLene, Miller, Muhlenberg, Page, Parker, Parks, Patter 
son, Patton, Phelps, Pinckney, Potts, Reed, Rencher, John 
Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Russell, Schenck, Shinn, 
Spangler, Toucey, Towns, Ward, and Wardwell—S2. 

NAYS—Mesers. Adams, Chilton Allan, Ashiey, Pean, 
Bell, Bond, Bunch, Cambreleng, Carr, Carter, Casey, 
George Chambers, John Chambers, Chapin, Nathanicl I. 
Claiborne, Corwin, Craig, Cushing, Cushman, Davis, Dun 
lap, Everett, Fairfield, Parlin, Freneh, James Garland, 
Glaseock, Graham, Granger, Grantland, Graves, Grennell, 
Haley, Joseph Hall, Hiland Hall, Hamer, Harlan, Harper, 
Hawkins, Hazeltine, Leister, Hour, Hopkins, [loward, 
Howell, Huntsman, Ingersoll, Janes, Jenifer, Richard M. 
Johnson, Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, Judson, Kennon, 
Kilgore, Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, Lawler, Lawrence, Gid 
eon Lee, Luke Lea, Lineoln, Logan, Love, Loyatl, Lucas, 
Abijah Mann, Martin, John Y. Mason, William Mason, 
Moses Mason, Sampson Mason, Maury, May, McKay, | 
McKeon, McKim, Mercer, Milligan, Montgomery, Mor- | 
gan, Morris, Owens, Franklin Pierce, Peyton, Phillips, 
Pickens, Roane, Robertson, Rogers, Augustine H. Shep- 
perd, Shields, Sickles, Smith, Standeter, Stecle, Storer, 
Sutherland, Taliaferro, Thomas, Jolin Thomson, Turner, | 
Turrill, Underwood, Vanderpocl, Vinton, Webster, Weeks, 
White, Whittlesey, and Sherrod Williains—112. 

So the amendment of Mr. Harpin was nega- 
tived. 

Mr. HAWES moved to postpone the further eon- 
sideration of the resolution until Monday next. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, hoped the consid- 
eration of this resolution would not be postponed. 
When on yesterday he had the honor to ask leave 
to submit a siniilar motion, which was not then 
received, he presumed, because at the moment it 
was feared it might interfere with the presenta- 
tion of petitions, he (Mr. M.) had examined the 
Journals of several previous long sessions, and 
he had found the practice of the House nearly 
uniform to commence their daily sessions ateleven 
o’clock from the twelfth to the fifteenth day of 
March. This was, therefore, among the induce- 
ments influencing him to ask leave to submit such 
a resolution. He believed that fe public business 
required the immediate adoption of this resolution 
now introduced by the honorable gentleman from 
Tennessee, (Mr. Beit,] in his (Mr. M.’s) mo- 
mentary absence from his seat. He, therefore, 
repeated that he hoped it would not be postponed. 

The motion to postpone was then negatived, 
and the resolution adopted. 

Mr. JENIFER rose and remarked that he 
would suggest to the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. 
Jarvis} not to press his motion to reconsider the 
resolution submitted by him, (Mr. J.,) in relation 
to the post office, as he had received, since the 
adjournment of the House on yesterday, a com- 
munication from the General Post Office Depart- 
ment, which was satisfactory, and precluded the 
necessity for the adoption of the resolution, 

Mr. BEARDSLEY asked the consent of the 
House to make several reports from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Objection being made, Mr. B. moved to sus- 
pend the rule in order to permit the standing and 
select committees generally to report. The mo- 
tion was negatived. « 

Mr. BOYD moved to suspend the rule for the 
purpose of proceeding with the preliminary ques- 
tions connected with the contested election from 
North Carolina; which was negatived—yeas 121, 
nays 77—two thirds being necessary. 

NAVAL SERVICE BILL. | 
On motion by Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House, || 


_'THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


pursuant to the special order of the 26th of Janu- 
ary, then resolved itself into the Committee of the | 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Mirter | 
in the Chair,) and resumed the consideration of | 


the bill making appropriations for the naval ser- 
vice for the year 1836. 

The question pending was the motion of Mr. 
Bet to reduce the item for the improvement and 
necessary repairs of the navy-yard at Portsmouth, 
New Hampshire, one half, viz.: from $67,000 to 
$33,500. 


Mr. EVANS, who was entitled to the floor, | 


spoke at considerable length. He was aware, as 
had just been stated by the Chair, that the im- 


mediate question pending was the motion of the | 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Beit] to reduce || 


the appropriation proposed by the bill for the con- 
tingent expenditures of the navy-yard at Ports- 
mouth, New Hampshire. If that had been the 
only question brought into discussion, he should 


have remained silent; but occasion had been taken | 


to go somewhat at large into the expenditures 
made in all parts of the country, and also upon 
the question of revenues. He was not very much 
disposed to complain of that, although the pres- 
ent was not a very fit oceasion for debate. The 
bill then under consideration was a bill of an or- 
dinary character; a bill for paying seamen and 
for the necessary expendiiures in the navy-yards, 
and for the wantof which appropriation he had 


no doubt the public service was suffering. In | 


that view he would not be in favor of debate; but, 


notwithstanding, he could not forego the first | 
she " ; a 
privilege of a deliberative body. They were not | 


sent there merely to register what had been sent 


| them from other Departments of Government. It 
was one of the highest duties of a deliberative | 
body to diseuss and examine into such matters | 


as came before them. ‘The present bill, it would 
be seen, was for carrying on the most necessary 


public works connected with the Navy. He || 
thought it their duty to take up the matter as | 
they found it, and consider it. It was well known | 


they had ships requiring repair, and that they 


were bound to attend to the public interest. The || 


question admitted of but one answer; they were 
bound to do it, and they must do it. 

The gentleman from Vermont (Mr. Everett] 
had said it was his intention to move to dispense 
with the navy-yard at Portsmouth. As to that, 
he (Mr. E.) would say, that the Government had 
property to a considerable amount there, and it 


was their duty to take care of it. If Portsmouth || 


was nota suitable place fora navy-yard, he would 
be in favor of abandoning it, and he would do so 
by the passage of a law to that effect; but until that 
was done they must preserve the property, and 


provide for the interests of the country. If there | 


was any just reasoa why that yard should be 
abandoned, he would not be for enlarging it; but 


if there be no such just reason it was their duty | 
to protect, preserve, and repair it. One of the | 


items of appropriation was for a timber shed. 


Well, they had timber there; and the only ques- | 
tion for the House to decide was, does the public | 


interest require that to be done? They had the 
opinion of the Navy commissioners in favor of 
those sheds; but as to the great importance of 


those works every gentleman would have to de- | 


termine for himself; and minds would differ on 
such subjects. Still, those commissioners were to 


be taken as judges in the matter; and, for one, he | 


attached more reliance on those commissioners’ 
estimates than estimates coming from any other 
quarter of the Government, because the Navy 
officers had looked with an eye single to the pros- 
perity of their country. They were the last men 
who would be found negligent of their duty, and 
he thought estimates coming from them came 


more forcibly than from any other quarter. He | 


had looked into those statements, and could see 
nothing objectionable in them. As to the expe- 
diency of abandoning some of the navy-yards 
now established, and establishing others, he was 
not prepared to decide. It was, however, his 
opinion, that they had too many yards of con- 
struction; but before steps were taken for the pur- 
— of abolishing any of them the matter would 
rave to undergo the most mature deliberation. 
During that ime they must take care of the pub- 


lie ere? already at those yards. 


‘he genteman from South Carolina [Mr. 





| March 15. 


I| Tuompson] had made a long argument the other 
day, and he doubted not the sincerity of that 
gentleman. If he understood him aright, he had 
said that the whole of the disbursements of the 
Government, as weil for defense as others, were 
unjust, unequal, and oppressive on one section 
of the country; and he seemed to suppose that 
state of things to have been kept up by the north- 
ern and castern people, and concluded by saying 
the southern people could no longer submit to it; 
| that it was no Government for them. Mr. E, 
regretted exceedingly to hear a discussion of a 
geographical character springing up there, and to 
hear the perpetual allusion to the one sovereign 
remedy in such an emergency—disunion. He 
thought no good could come from a discussion 
of that sort, and that they would be better em- 
ployed in fulfilling their duty to the public in- 
terests, and endeavoring to reconcile those feelings 
of dissatisfaction in a Government, which had 
poured down such blessings on the people of 
America. The gentleman from South Carolina 
had said that almost the whole revenue of the 
nation was paid by the South and West. That 
(Mr. E. said) was not a new doctrine on that floor; 
it was a doctrine which they had heard asserted 
| there with transcendent ability; yet the doctrine 
i had never been asserted but it had been refuted, 
It never had been maintained, and never could be. 
It had been stated that when a southern exporter 
sent a certain quantity of cotton to a foreign 
/ market, in his return cargo he lost a portion b 
the operation of the duties thereon, But Mr. H. 
contended that the assessment was the same on 
the northern exporter as on the southern; because, 
ifa northern exporter sends out money for a cargo 
from a foreign market, he lost precisely the same 
amount by the operation of the duty. In relation 
to the revenue from public lands, he conceived 
the old States paid as much as the new, and that 
the new States not only took away the money of 
the old States, but also took away their inhabit- 
/ants. The inhabitants of the old States moved 
to the West and bought land, and that money was 
raid into the Treasury. Now he could not see, 
in that state of the case, but that the old States 
|| paid as much of the revenue as the new States. 
Mr. E. was at aloss to see what obligation 
there was in the Government to expend the pro- 
ceeds of the public lands in the South and 
West, since the money was originally drained of 
| the East. But if this were so, that the revenue* 
was originally derived from one section of the 
country, did it not belong equally to all? Was 
it not a part of the general public Treasury, to be 
expended only where the public interest required ? 
The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Tuomp- 
son} had contended that there should be an 
equality of expenditure. Mr. E. was at a loss 
to know by what rule the gentleman would be 
governed; whether by geographical position, pop- 
ulation, or what. ‘The only rule Mr. E. would 
establish was to lay out the public money where 
ever the public interest required4t. If equality 
of disbursement was to be regarded, the question 
| would then arise, to what extent should it be car- 
ried? Mr. E. would go as far as the gentleman 
from South Carolina for equality of defense, but not 
for equality of expense of disbursements. If the 
| gentleman would devise a grand scheme of equali- 
ity of defense ,or ofinternalimprovement, he would 
go with him, keeping in view the public interest 
and exigency. ‘The gentleman had brought for- 
ward a large mass of data showing the public 
expenditure north of a given point. Mr. E, 
| would ask the gentleman to lay his finger upon a 
single disbursement or estimate which the public 
interest did not require; and he would go with 
the gentleman against it. Let him point out a 
single place in the South which required dis- 
bursement, and Mr. E. would vote for it; but he 
| could not go with the gentleman for his princi- 
ple of equality of disbursement. The gentleman 
had also brought forward sundry propositions 
for the erection of public works, armories, &c., 
but he had failed to show that the public in- 
terest required them at those points, or that the 
| existing armories were insufficient, but proposed 
/them merely because they had been erected in 
the North. With regard to arsenals, the South 
and West had as many as were necessary to sup- 
ply the exigencies of the troops under any cir- 
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